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Tus Soxicrrors’ Bengvorent Association will hold 
its third annual festival on next Wednesday, the 17th 
inst.; Sir Fitzroy Kelly in the chair. The report of the 
directors, which was presented to the general meeting in 
April last, shows that the total number of London and 
provincial solicitors now enrolled as supporters of the 
society is 1,229, of whom thirds are an- 





nearly two 
nual members. The society’s fanded capital consists of 
nearly £4,000 Consols, and over £3,000 India £5 per 
cents., the income applicable to the reliaring pur- 
t 


poses of the society being about £255 a year. will 
thus be seen that although the society has made con- 
siderable p since it was instituted in 1858, yet it is 
still far from oh in @ position to accomplish all that 
its prsvectons contemplated, or all that the requirements 
of the profession demand. We hope, therefore, that its 
approaching anniversary may be successful in rallyin, 
round this valuable charity not only its old and tri 
friends, but a good number of new ones. It is ananeys 
the crowds of younger men who swell the ranks of the 
profession every term that the society must look for its 
future support, and we hardly know a more graceful 
acknowledgment which the successful candidates for ad- 
mission could make than by immediately enrolling them- 
selves members of the Benevolent Assuciation. Indeed it 
is deserving of serious consideration whether some really 
adequate provision for the widows and families of de- 
ceased solicitors generally, or at least of those who die 
in poor circumstances, ought not to be made by a com- 
pulsory contribution from all persons who are admitted 
as attorneys and solicitors. Unless we are mistaken 
some such plan has been adopted in Scotland; and we 
have certainly heard that the Scotch Bar has for many 
years carried out a ag of this kind with the best re- 
sults, It is not likely, however, that we shall soon see 
anything of the kind in connection with our Law Insti- 
tution, and meanwhile the claims and appeals that are 
urged upon the directors of the Benevolent Association 
are numerous and urgent. These gentlemen fairly re- 
present the wishes and interests both of town and 
country, and their names are a good guarantee for the 
faithful and conscientious discharge of the charitable 
duties which devolve upon them. Subscribers may there- 
fore rest assured that their benefactions will be well admi- 
nistered. We hope that our country friends who can- 
not be present on the approaching festival will not be 
less generous on that account, and though they may be 
unable to attend, they will not fail to remember the good 
cause. As many as can attend, however, ought to be 
present, not only for the sake of the charity, but out of 
compliment to the distinguished lawyer who has con- 
sented to preside on the occasion. 


Tux Lorp Cuancettor gave notice last week that 
he would make a statement relating to the statute law, 
and to the subject of law reporting, and as he was pre- 
vented from doing so by a lengthened debate on the 
evening named, his Lordship intimated that upon an 
early occasion he would carry out his intention. All 
information on the subject of the consolidation of the 

ing under the hands of Messrs. 

ood, has probably been reserved for the 

i | to communicate to the House 

and we are certainly curious to know how far 

the werk of expurgation and revision has been carried. 
The general expectation was that before this time the 
bulk of the old statute book would have been reduced 
to less than one-fourth of its present dimensions. The 
Criminal Law Consolidation Acts of 1861 had been 


for some years in 


tion before the 
for statute law non 


now in force were made. The 





_Taents are expired and spent, what 





General Repealing Act of the same session (24 
Viet. ¢. 101), Galen, was an earnest of aac 
progress for the matic revision of the statute law 
t was that this statute was the first 
series. It is entitled, “ An Act for promoting the 
sion of the statute law, by pa wt seem A 
parts of Acts, which have ceased to be in force,” 
preamble contemplates the preparation of an 
the statutes comprising only enactments 
foree. The first step in this process is to i 
statute book, with the view of discovering 
in general terms or virtually, and are 
sdk oo Shania It is obvious that no ex 
could, on their own responsibility, be allowed to 
such an edition of the statute book, without, 
the sanction or veto of Parliament. On the other 
it is equally plain that Parliament could not undertake 
the task itself, or do more than satisfy itself of its being 
properly executed by competent persons. That was the 
principle of the General Repealing Act of 1861, 
as the work comprised in that statute gave 
satisfaction, and it has stood the test of experience, we 
hope that there will be no further delay in 
this first process of Statute Law Amendment. We 
have no notion whether the Lord Chancellor i 
bring forward any projectton the subject of Law Re- 
pew It is rumoured that his Lordship is not un- 
ikely to propose the appointment of a commission for 
the purpose of investigating the entire subject. 

Since the foregoing observations were in type, we 
have seen an announcement that the Lord Chancellor 
intends making his promised statement to the House of 
Lords this (Friday) evening. 


es 


lis 
Hea 


i 


lH 


conciliation courts. Almost every session for many 

years past he has produced some scheme for li 

persons to settle their differences without resorting to liti- 
ation. In our bet gr of to-day will be found the 
atest edition of what the noble and venerable lawyer 

appears to consider the magnum opus of his later years. 
he scheme is shortly as follows:—A county court 

judge may, if he likes (but need not if he does not 

act as a conciliator as well asa judge within his di 

and for this purpose may sit in chambers to hear 

decide between amicable disputants who do not wis! 

go to law outright. The conciliator is to have 

powers of the judge, and there is to be a t 

scale of fees payable to the judge and regi 

clerk in attendance on him, which a to 

for the private emolument of these functionaries in addi-. 

tion to their pecans salaries. We do not. su 

there is much chance of the bill bei 

discussed, during the present session. 

should lose no time in stating such 

occur to us upon it. Our r 

able to judge for themselves both of the 

the bill, and of its chances of success, and our columns 

will be open to observations from them upon the sub- 


or even 


on the oe — aaeeineadl 

Inner Temple :— i omen 9 * 
William De Burgh, Esq., Algernon Thomas L ake 
Esq., Henry Crompton, Esq., Jacobus Petrus De Wet, 
Esq., Arthur Moseley Channell, Esq., Edwin 
Cely Trevilian, Esq., William Henry Alexander, Esq., 
Charles Bathurst, Esq., the Hon. Douglas Edward 
royd, Francis Thomas Prothero, Duncan 
Darroch, Esq., George Macfarlan, Esq., mmond 
Smith, Esq., Charles Garth Colleton Rennie, Esq., 
Charles Forbes Hodson Shaw, Esq., Henry Wi 


orms, 

. Gwilym Williams, John Thomas Crossley. 

fon Robert a Came- 
is 

——— 


G 
jan., Esq., Augustus Bay! John 
sen ink, Cage Soller bamsas Bin 
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Lincoln’s Inn: — Charles Frederick Bockett, Esq., 
Robert Tennent, Esq., the Hon. Evelyn Melbourne 
Ashley, Walter Molesworth St. Aubyn,* Esq., John 
Gregory Watkins, jun., Esq., Robert er More, Esq., 
Herbert George Henry Norman, Esq., Thomas Willert 
Beale, Esq., Charles Ao Hampden, Esq., George Mil- 
ler, Esq., John Eden Duncombe Shafto, Esq., Dudley 
Zamoiski Beaumont, Esq, William Thirlwall Bayne, 
Esq., Mackertich Stephen, Esq., Peter Stevenson Davis, 
Esq., William Baillie Skene, Esq., Henry Jenkyns, Esq., 
George Alfred Paley, Esq., Joseph Knight, jun., Esq., 
Montagu William Lowry Corry, Esq., Swinton Henry 
Boult, Esq., and Alfred Lorenz Drieberg, Esq. 

Middle Temple:—James Lynam Molloy, Esq., Wil- 
liam Conrad Reeves, Esq., William Primrose Mills, 
Esq., Lionel Browne, Esq., Leonard Harper, Esq., 
Henry Edmund Cartwright, Esq., William Frederic 
Haynes Smith, Esq., Francis Peter Labilliere, Esq., 
Charles Frederick Collier, Esq., and William Newton, 
Esq. 

Gray's Inn:—William Bush Cooper, Esq., Arthur 
Pigou, Esq., and Robert Carr Woods, Esq. 


Tue Jurticat Society will hold its next meeting on 
Monday, the 15th inst., at eight o'clock, p.m., precisely, 
when Mr. Westlake will read a paper on “Legal Re- 
porting.” Mr. Daniel, Q C., will preside. 


THE RECENT “FINAL” EXAMINATION. 

The final examination just concluded affords several 
matters of interesting observation. That which presents 
itself as the most obvious, is the extraordinary number 
of the candidates. As we entered the building of the 
Incorporated Law Society on the morning of last Tues- 
day week, we were struck by the crowd of gentlemen 
evidently about to make their attempt to pass; and we 
were thence led to inquire as to the precise number 
who had really presented themselves. We learned that 
151 notices had been given ; that two of the gentlemen 
who had given notices did not attend ; and that of those 
who did attend two remained away the last day. We 
believe these figures closely approximate to correctness, 
—and do they not suggest some matter for reflection ? 
For many years it has been loudly proclaimed that the 
legal profession has been ruined by recent reforms. The 
Fines and Recoveries Act, and other conveyancing re- 
forms, took away large emoluments, and the small pro- 
fits that still remain are to be rendered smaller when 
Lord Westbury’s Act shall come into operation. The 
County Court Acts have kept a vast quantity of litiga- 
tion out of the superior courts, possibly to the advantage 
of the suitor, but doubtless to the loss of professional 
men. Look around us where we will, and comparin 
the present with the past, the lawyer is almost tempte 
to exclaim with Shylock, “ Loss upon loss! the thief 
gone with so much, and so much to find the thief; and 
no satisfaction, no revenge; nor no ill-luck stirring but 
what lights on our shoulders ; no sighs but of our breath- 
ing; no tears but of our shedding.” And yet in the 
face of this the examiners at the Incorporated Law So- 
ciety are called on to examine a greater nunber of candi- 
dates than ever presented themselves before. How is 
this? We venture to suggest two or three reasons. 

In the first place it occurs to us, that five or six years 
ago the then ambitious managing clerks became fright- 
ened at the scholastic examinations that were then 
threatened. Accordingly they hastened into their 
articles before that trying ordeal was imposed. But after 
making a liberal allowance for this cause, it remains 
wholly inadequate to account for the present large in- 
crease. And we must fairly say that we think the cry 
of some of the lawyers has been, to a certain degree, 
dramatic rather than real. We remember the ways of 
the old and dying-out members of the formet régime 
and we cannot say that their houses or pom expenses 
were more magnificent or comfortable than those of 
many of the present race. We are therefore driven to. 





the conclusion that a vast increase of commerce, of 
population, and of general wealth, has caused a consi- 
derable increase in the legal business of the country, and 
that the profits thence arising have made up, at least in 
some measure if not entirely, for the loss which has been 
sustained by the abolition of the old and lucrative modes 
of procedure. We have yet another reason to offer. 
The general public have an increasingly false notion 
of the emoluments to be derived from the legal profes- 
sion. When the large educational outlay is considered, 
—when we think of the stamps, the premium, the loss 
of time, &c.—it must be apparent to anyone who knows 
anything about the matter that the average income of 
the practising attorney is very moderate. But the pub- 
lic have a notion that the reverse is the case. The law 
has always been to the general public an El Dorado, 
wherein the inhabitants pick guineas as plentifully as 
juveniles gather blackberries in a certain autumnal 
month. And then, too, a profession is so much more 
genteel than a business. What is a tradesman by the 
side of a lawyer? What young lady could think of ac- 
cepting a man who might wear or had worn an apron, 
or to whom the wrapping up of parcels was not an un- 
known mystery, when there was a rival who had never 
lifted anything heavier than a brief, and was on the road 
to be “one,” &c.? It will, of course, at once be seen 
who would start with the fairest chance, both in the 
young lady's, and in general, estimation. This is a sort 
of thing which is, perhaps, felt more in the country than 
in town; though it is mere human nature all over the 
world, for us all to strive to gain social distinction. 
This motive doubtless brings many to the profession of 
the law ; and where there is private wealth that can 
afford to purchase social distinction, or large personal 
endowments that can almost command success, there is 
no reason why the money or abilities should not be 
spent in the profession to which we have the honour to 
belong. 

The reason which we have just given has an equal, 
perhaps.a greater, relation to the Bar than to attorneys. 
But at any rate it is powerful in its influence on the 
second branch of the profession ; and it is becoming still 
more pertinent to that branch as the social status of 
the attorney increases, as assuredly it does, and as 
the qualifications for an attorney will comprise, as for 
the future they will comprise, the education and attain- 
ments of gentlemen. And whilst this has been going on 
as regards the second branch of our united profession, 
the Bar has been losing its charms. The Bar was ever 
the resort of highly educated men. In all ages of our 
modern history some one or more of the members of 
the Bar have shone conspicuously, and generally have 
they been found invaluable defenders of the rights and 
liberties most dear to Englishmen. No system of edu- 
cation or examination could add much lustre to a pro- 
fession that has given us a long succession of eminent 
judges—a profession that numbers among its members the 
calmest and profoundest philosophers, the most honour- 
able patriots, and some of the most brilliant orators 
that our beloved country has ever produced. Modern 
improvements have in no perceptible degree increased 
the regard which “ the counsellor” ever has met in his 
biennial circuits—and thus there has been no increase of 
desire to enter this branch of the profession so far as its 
social distinction is concerned. And then when we con- 
sider its loss, which modern legislation has entailed—~and 
more particularly of those emoluments which belonged 
to its younger members—and when we consider the 
other matters previously urged in this article, it is no 
wonder that we see men with university degrees or 
high educational attainments preferring the less arduous, 
less precarious, and, now, scarcely less honourable walk 
of an attorney to that of a barrister, where so much de- 
pends on connexions or on chance, and where the fruit 
frequently only ripens when the individual has lost the 
power to enjoy it. : 

After the foregoing considerations have been weighed, 
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and an allowance made for Trinity Term, 1863, being 

rhaps, an exceptional instance, we shall not be ata 
5 to account for the phenomenon on which we have 
discoursed. There are several matters connected with 
the examinations generally to which we should like 
to have adverted, but our remarks have already reached 
their limit, and we must reserve ovr further comment 
till next week. 





PERCOLATING WATER. 


The law which protects rights in water under its 
various natural conditions has recently passed through 
one or two curious stages; and that not so much from 
any professional striving after subtleties, as from the 
evasive physical nature of the subject of contention 
itself. Among its various ramifications the most mys- 
terious is that which relates to subterraneous channels 
and natural percolation; and as a very important deci- 
sion in this particular branch was given by the Court 
of Queen’s Bench in the case of Hodgkinson v. Ennor, 
on the 29th -ult., we think the present a good oppor- 
tunity of taking a brief view of the principles which 
have been established with regard to underground water 
during the last few years. 

It has always been acknowledged that a man may 
have in water, whether flowing or stationary, some 
rights which the law will protect, and which must not 
be arbitrarily infringed. This is simple enough, but to 
define and limit these rights with a view to all possible 
contingencies has not been so easy a matter. The 
ancient law of England could not foresee and provide 
for the wonders of modern science or the magnificence 
of modern enterprise. Thus, when a few years ago a 
local board of health sank an enormous well at Croydon 
and drank in a large quantity of water which would 
otherwise have gone to feed the river Wandle, the 
question whether such an interception of water amounted 
to an infraction of mill rights on the river came with 
something of an air of novelty both before the courts 
and the public. It is true that a very similar ques- 
tion had been decided by the Exchequer in the case 
of Dickinson v. The Grand Junction Canal Company, 
7 Exch. 232, where it had been held that an action 
would lie * for the abstraction of the water which never 
did form part of the rivers, but was prevented from 
doing so in its natural course by the excavation of the 
well, whether the water was part of an underground 
watercourse or percolated through the strata.” ry i 
ing no doubt on this precedent, a mill-owner of the 
Wandle asserted his claim; but on this occasion the 
House of Lords, affirming a decision of the Court of 
Exchequer Chamber, laid down that the right was of 
too vague a nature to be enforced (Chasemore vy. 
Richards, 7 H. of L. Cas. 349), This case is considered 
by an able writer (Gale on Easements, 3rd ed. 254), to 
have overruled Dickinson v. The Grand Junction Canal 
Company, and the report of a subsequent case with re- 
gard toa sewer or drain at Lewisham (The Queen v. The 
Metropolitan Board of Works, 32 L.J.Q. B. 105) seems 
to show that the judges of the Court of Queen’s Bench 
have taken the same view.* In this case it was the opi- 
nion of the majority of the judges, on the authority of 
Chasemore v. Richards, that the ———— by any land- 
owner of water percolating through his own land, was 
no infraction of the rights of the persons who would 
have been interested in the water if it had been allowed 
to reach the surface. We need not Dc to consider 
whether the Croydon case was actually intended to be 
an overruling of the previous decision ; it was accepted 
in the Lewisham case as such; and these two cases, 





* It is not always easy to ascertain the guiding principle of a House of 
Lords decision, judges, in delivering their opinion to the House on 
the Croydon case, insisted much on the great extent of the Croydon basin, 
and the consequent difficulty of showing how far a well in one part of it 
had really affected the river. If in oriesnle woth reap al mre 
of the decision, it would seem that the principle established by the 
case was left untouched. 





taken together, define the law relating to the intercep- 
tion of percolating water as at present received. 

The question decided a few days ago in Hodgkinson v. 
Ennor was of so singular and unexpected a character, 
that it had at first sight the air of an inciderdt in a work 
of fiction, rather than that of a dry legal dispute. It 
was alleged by the plaintiffs that on the Mendip Hills 
there are funnel-shaped holes, locally desi “ swal- 
lets,” which receive the rainfall and transmit it th 
the bowels of the earth to outlets far below, where the 
filtered water re-appears in sparkling rills. ‘The de- 
fendant had for some time, in the course of certain 
mining operations, allowed a quantity of refuse water to 
flow into some of the swallets; and the consequence was 
that a stream, about one mile and three quarters dis- 
tant, had been polluted to an appreciable extent. The 

laintiff had mills on the stream in question, and had 
rought the action for the protection ot his rights. 

Thz defendant contended, on the authority of the 
Croydon and Lewisham cases, that no action could lie 
for the diversion of percolating springs before the water 
had reached the surface; and he inferred that no action 
could lie for pollution of the water of such springs in 
the manner complained of by the plaintiff. The Court, 
however, saw a broad distinction between the nt 
case and those relied upon by the defendant. Without 
finding fault with the defendant's interpretation of the 
cases, it refused to accept his inference, observing that 
to pollute water which afterwards entered the stream 
was a different thing from merely preventing water 
from entering it. The plaintiff had a right to 
water in the open river, and he had consequently a right 
of action, if, by the defendant’s agency, the water, which 
was still allowed to reach it, was rendered impure. This 
point was therefore decided in favour of the plaintiff, 
and the decision seems consistent with the dictates of 
natural justice. Whether the miner, who was thus for- 
bidden to pollute a stream, could justly be allowed to 
intercept and appropriate the water of that stream, be- 
cause it happened to percolate through his land, is, we 
think, a very difficult question. It could scarcely have 
been ee that we should arrive at the following 
rule :—* If you let any. water you must let it 
clean ; but you may stop all the water and dry u 
stream if you like.” Yet such is the state of the law a’ 
present, and such it must continue to be, unless Hodg 
hkinson v. Ennor should be overruled or a new interpre 
tation be given to Chasemore v. Richards. 








immediately or at any time thereafter. R. J. served a 
notice requiring payment at the expiration of six months 
from the date thereof, which date was about three weeks 
before service.—Held, that the notice was good.— Metters 
v. Brown, V. C. 8., 11 W. R. 744. 


SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE.—Some freehold and leasehold 
premises adjoining one another were put up for sale in 
two lots, the first being described as all freehold, and 
the occupation of R., and the second as all 
The premises occupied by R. in fact included a 
which was leasehold, and held under the same title as the 
rest of the leaseholds. The purchaser of lot 
and bid for that lot in the belief that lot 1 was 
to include the freeholds only, and lot 2 all 
—Held, that he could not maintain a suit to have 
garden included in his assignment, or for compensation 
although his mistake would have entitled him to 
specific performance, and that he must pay the 
Fairhead v. Southee M. R., 11 W. R. 789. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL SUIT— DEMURRER.—A bill is filed 
against a railway company to enforce an agreement, and 
becomes totally abated by the death of the plaintiff, and 
his representatives refuse to revive. The property, the 
subject of the agreement, subsequently comes into the 
possession of a person who establishes his title, deducing 
it from a remote period, and he files a similar bill, and 
into the prayer of that bill is introduced by amendment 
the words “and if necessary or proper that this suit may 
be taken to be supplemental, &c., to the former suit.”” On 
demurrer to these words for want of equity, demurrer 
overruled with costs.—Zhe Harl of Shrewsbury v. The 
North Staffordshire Railway Company, V. ©. K., 11 W.R. 
742. 





COMMON LAW. 


Merropoiis Loca, MaNAaGEMENT ACT, 1855—En- 
CLOSED GARDENS AND ORNAMENTAL GROUNDS.—The re- 
servation, by section 239 of the Metropolis Local Manage- 
ment Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. c. 120), of the powers of 
the trustees under any local Act, who have the control of 
any enclosed garden or ornamental ground, is confined to 
the future maintenance and management of such “en- 
closed garden or ground, and therailing and footway bound- 
ing the same,” and does not extend to render such 
trustees liable for any debts incurred by them or their 
predecessors under such local Act, nor empower them to 
levy rates for the payment of such debts, even though 
such debts may have been incurred in part at least in re- 
spect of the enclosed garden or ornamental ground which 
remains subject to their control; but the liability in re- 
spect of all such debts is transferred to the vestry or dis- 
trict board within whose parish or district the place in 
question is situated, and they are empowered to levy rates 
for the payment thereof—Reg v. The Inhabitants of St. 
George, Hanover-sq., Q. B., 11 W. RB. 722. 


ContTRacT.—In contracts in which the performance de~ 
pends on the continued existence of a given person or 
thing, a condition is implied that the impossibility of per- 
formance arising from the perishing of the person or 
thing shall excuse the performance. 

C. and B. agreed to let, and T. and L. agreed to take, a 
place of amusement, called the Surrey Gardens and Music 
Hall, for a number of nights, for the purpose of T. and L. 
using it on these nights for concerts and other entertain- 
ments. T. and L. were to receive the nightly proceeds, 
paying to C. and B. a fixed sum per night for the use of 
the hall. Previous to T. and L. taking possession, the 
hall was accidentally destroyed by fire, and rendered 
~ eae unfit for the purposes for which they had required 

t. 

Held, in an action brought by them against C. and B. 
to recover certain ¢ incurred on the faith of the 
performance by the defendants of their agreement, that 
the parties having contracted on the basis of the con- 
tinued existence of the hall, and performance having be- 
come impossible without the fault of either party, both 
parties were excused, the plaintiffs from taking the gar- 
dens and hall, and the defendants from giving possession 
of the same.—TZaylor and Another v. Caldwell and Ano- 
ther, Q. B., 11 W. R. 726. 


County couRT ACTS—REFUSAL OF JUDGE TO CERTIFY. 
—Action of trover for a portmanteau. The portmanteau 
was detained by defendants for a claim of 1s. 6d. Jury 
found that defendants’ claim was unjustifiable, and (the 
portmanteau having been given up to the plaintiff) re- 
turned a verdict for the plaintiff for 40s. The judge de- 
clined to certify for costs uader 13 & 14 Vict. c. 61, 8. 12. 
If the value of the portmanteau had been added to the 
verdict, it would have exceeded the sum limited by 13 & 
14 Vict. c. 61, 8. 11, in respect of such an action— 

Held, that the verdict must be taken to bea verdict for 
408. only, and that the case consequently fell within the 
operation of 18 & 14 Vict. c. 61,8, 11; and that although 
the plaintiff might have insisted at the trial‘on having 
the verdict entered for the value of the portmanteat, in 


addition to the damages found by the jury, and so having 
his costs taxed on the higher scale, yet, inasmuch as his 
case did not fall within section 4 of 15 & 16 Vict. c. 54, 
the Court had no authority to allow him such costs.— 
Dimsdale v. The London, Brighton,and South Coast Rait- 
way Co., Q. B., 11 W. R. 729. 


RAILWAY COMPANY—NEGLIGENCH.—The plaintiff's 
husband was employed as a guard of a train on the de- 
fendants’ railway, and the defendants employed a person 
called a “ganger,” whose duty it was to see to and keep 
in proper repair the permanent way; and in consequence 
of the negligence of the ganger in not seeing to the re- 
pair of the “trenails,” which fastened the “chairs” to 
the sleepers on the permanent way, a train of which the 
plaintiff’s husband was guard was thrown off the line, 
and the guard killed.—_Held, in an action under 9 & 10 
Vict. c, 43, that the plaintiff’s husband and the ganger 
were servants of the railway company in a common em- 
ployment, and that the company were therefore not liable 
for the negligence of the ganger.— Waller v. The South 
Eastern Railway Company, Ex., 11 W. BR. 731. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Banco before the Lorp Curr Justice, and 
Wicutman and Bracksury, JJ.) 

June 4.—Ex parte Fisher.—In the matter of an Attorney.— 
This was an application against an attorney under very singular 
circumstances. The applicant, a married woman, had, with 
her husband, been convicted of felony at Liverpool, he being 
sentenced to three years’ penal servitude and she to three months, 
imprisonment. Her imprisonment had expired, but the term of 
his sentence was still unexpired. On their apprehension they 
employed the attorney to defend them, and after their 
conviction they gave him a written authority to receive a quan- 
tity of money, jewelry, and other valuable property which had 
been taken from them by the police (and was not the produce 
of any felony), and which he was to keep for them until their 
liberation. On the applicant’s release she applied to him for 
this property, and was ready to pay him his bill of costs, but he 
refused to return it, on the plea that she was a married woman, 
and that her hushand had been convicted of felony, and the 
property was vested inthe Crown or the Duchy of Lancaster. 
There appeared, however, to have been a long-standing dispute 
between the Duchy and the borough of Liverpool as to the 
right to the property of felons convicted within the borough. 

Mr. LZ. Temple, on the part of the wife, moved for a rule 
calling upon the attorney to answer in the matter. 

The Court, observing that whatever might be the legal 
right, the attorney, as between him and his clients, might have 
been guilty of misconduct, granted a rule for that purpose. 


—Ex parte Brown.—In the matter of an Attorney.—This 
was an application against an attorney, under these circum- 
stances:—The applicant had deposited his deeds with him a 
security for an advance of £700, and when he applied to him 
to redeem them was told that he had deposited them with a 
third party for £400 whichthe owed to him. 

Mr. Kaye moved for a rule calling upon the attorney to 
answer in the matter, but 

The Court, finding that there was no charge of fraud or 
collusion, said there was no sufficient ground for the particular 
application, but there might be a rule to show cause why he 
should not deliver up the deeds on payment of the amount due 
to him. 


June 5.—Clayton v. Best.—There was a short point in this 
case worth attention with reference to the common practice ot 
carrying down causes for trial into counties different trom those 
in which the causes of action have arisen. Theaction was ona 
lease of a house in Piccadilly against the of the lease, 
to recover rent due upon it, ‘The venue instead of being laid 
in Middlesex—in which case it would have been tried at the 
last sittings—was laid in Hertfordshire, which required that it 
should be tried at Hertford at the assizes. The declaration 
was dated in January last, and perhaps the notion was to try 
at the spring assizes; if so, the course of the case realized the 
—“ More haste worse speed.” For the defendant de- 
mutred to the declaration, on the that the werue 
was wrong, and that the cause sh 'd be tried in Middle- 
sex; so the cause was , and, as the plaintiff did not 
apply to amend, it was “hung up” until the demurrer now 








came on to be argued. 
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The CourT et gp tne for the defendant, and 

The Lorp JuBTICE observed that he was not sorry 
for it, because, for some reason—he could not say what—the 
plaintiff had tried to take the cause away from the county 
to which its trial properly belonged, in order to try it at a dis- 


tance. 

Mr. Justice BLackBURN added that if the plaintiff had 
amended, as he might have done when the objection was 
ne 
covered. 





MERCANTILE LAW. 


POST-DATED CHEQUE. 
Whistles v. Forster, C. P., 11 W. R. 648. 

The following points were resolved unanimously in this 
case by the Court of Common Pleas: — 

1. That although it may be a fraud upon the revenue 
to issue a bill post-dated, yet it does not make the instru- 
ment itwelf void s0 as to prevent the holder from suing 
upon it. 

2. A cheque payable to bearer or order is a bill of ex- 
change for the purpose of the Stamp Acts, and is not 
invalid by reason of its being post-dated; and where there 
is nothing on the face of it to show that it is post-dated 
it will be taken to be made at the time when it bears 
date. 

3. Where such cheque or bill of exchange was obtained 
or transferred fraudulently, yet it would be good in the 
hands of a person who had taken by indorsement for value 
without notice of the fraud; but where the holder had 
notice between the period when the cheque came into his 
possession for value and its indorsement, the holder has no 
right as against the drawer of the cheque; and the reason 
of this is that until indorsement his title was incomplete, 
and he was not within the protection of the rule of law 
which maintains the title of the holder of a bill of ex- 
change against all the world. Before his title at law was 
completed by indorsement it was vitiated by notice of the 
fraud; and in this case, moreover, the cheque being 
treated as a bill of exchange due at the time when it came 
to the hands of the holder, he would be held as taking it 
subject to all the equities between the antecedent parties, 


MARINE INSURANCE.—A. effected a policy of insurance 
on one of his steamers with B., the policy containing a 
stipulation that the hull should be valued at £14,000 and 
the machinery at £8,000, “average payable on the whole 
or on each as if separately insured,” and also the usual 
memorandum warranting the ship and freight free from 
average under three per cent. A fire occurred during the 
continuance of the policy, which caused direct damage to 
the hull, amounting to less than three per cent.; but by 
adding certain extraordinary expenses incurred in putting 
out the fire and for surveyor’s fees to the direct damage, 
a sum above three per cent. on the amount insured was 
attained.— Held, that assuming these expenses to be par- 
ticular average, they could not be charged exclusively 
upon the amount insured upon the hull; but that having 
been incurred for the benefit of the whole ship and adyen- 
ture, only such a proportion of them could be charged on 
the hull as the insured value of the hull bore to the 
insured value of the whole ship. 

Per Blackburn, J.: The extraordinary expenses in- 
curred in putting out the fire were, as between the par- 
ties to thie policy, to be taken as general average; and 
therefore that no portion of them could be added to the 
direct damage done to the hull. And semble, that inde- 
pendent of the provisions of this particular policy, such 
expenses, having been incurred for the benefit of the whole 
ship and adventure, would in any case be rightly con- 
sidered as general average, though the persons interested 
in the different parts of the subject of insurance were the 
same.— Oppenheim v. Fry, Q. B., 11 W. R. 725. 

TRADE MARK.—A., a pickle manufacturer, obtained one 
of the two prize medals awarded at the Exhibition of 1862, 
for pickles, and thereupon attached the words “ Prize 


- 








medal, 1862,” to his labels, &c., as part of his trade mark. 
B., also a pickle manufacturer, did not exhibit, and had 
not obtained any prize medal, but by 


ing the use of the words “prize medal, 1862,” by B., as 
he had not shown that his goods were so connected with 
that title that purchasers asking for “ prize medal ” 
would mean A.’s pickles only; and further, as the use of 
the words by B., though false, was prior to that by A. 
Semble, also, that no trade mark could be established in 
the words by the person obtaining one of the prize medala, 
as the effect would be to deprive other holders of prize 
medals for the same articles from enjoying the benefit 
thereby attac to their goods.—.Batty v. Hill and Anr., 
V. ©. W., 11 W.R, 445. 


i 





COMPANIES’ LAW. 


CONTRIBUTORY—LAPSE OF TIME. 
Re Camerons Coalbrook Company, Hunt’s cave, M. R., 
Ti W. R. 655. 

The question was raised in this case whether the lapse 
of fifteen years since the transfer of shares in a company, 
and of more than eleven years since its winding-up com- 
menced, was an absolute bar to an application by an official 
manager to place the transferring shareholder on the list 
of contributories. The application was to review the list 
of contributories by inserting the name of the former 
shareholder, upon the ground that the transfer was not 
bond fide. In the well-known case of Blair v. Bromley, 
2 Phill. 354, a somewhat analogous question arose upon 
an ordinary partnership. Two solicitors who had been 
carrying on business together for some years dissolved 
partnership in 1834, and the business was continued hy 
A. alone until 1841, when he became bankrupt, and it 
was discovered that a sum of money which had been paid 
by aclient into the joint account of the firm at their 
bankers in 1829, for the purpose of investment, and which 


six years after the dissolution of the partnership; and 
was there held that he was liable, upon the ground that 
in equity the effect of the misrepresentation, so far as 
regarded the Statute of Limitations, was the same as if 
it had been made on the day when the fraud was dis- 
covered—in other words, the time did not begin to 
against the plaintiff's right until the discovery of the 
It was probably upon the same ground that Sir J. x 
MLR., in the above-named case, held that the former 
shareholder was still liable to be examined as to the cir- 
cumstances attending the transfer; but his Honour con- 
sidered that in such a case the official manager was bound 
to show sufficient primd facie grounds for opening up the 
transaction after so long a lapse of time. Ordinarily an 
official manager is not required to give any reasons for 
transfers of shares; 


ie 


E 


Blair v. Bromley, the transferring 
entitled to rely upon this circumstance for his 


shareholder, after a call is made, but before the day 
for payment, transfers his shares, on the construction of 
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the 54th section of the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 110, such transfer is 
valid. 3 

A shareholder not returning his name to the office of 
registry, under the 13th section of the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 110, 
is only liable to creditors, and not as between himself and 
the other shareholders. 

Upon proceedings with respect to liability of contribu- 
tories under a winding-up, the creditors’ representative is 
entitled to appear and have his costs.—ZJn re The Bri. 
Provident L. and F. Assce. Socy., Re Orpen, V. C. K. 11 
W.R. 741. 





BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


ORDER OF DISCHARGE.—The order of discharge of a 
bankrupt under the Bankruptcy Act of 1861 “takes 
effect ” from the time when it is pronounced by the Com- 
missioner, and property acquired by the bankrupt between 
that time and the expiration of the thirty days allowed 
for appeal, when the order is drawn up, belongs to him, 
and cannot be claimed by the assignees, unless it has been 
in the meantime annulled or suspended.—Re Laforest 
L. C., 11 W. R. 738. 

ANNUITY ACT—RETURN OF CONSIDERATION--ORDER 
AND DISPOSITION.—To make the grant of an annuity void 
under the 6th section of the Annvity Act, there must be 
such a return of consideration as to show that the trans- 
action was merely colourable; and therefore where the 
grantor, having received the consideration money, went 
with the grantee’s son to his (the grantee’s) bankers, and 
took up certain bills, that did not render the transaction 
void; nor would it have been void if a further sum had 
been paid for expenses. 

The grantee of an annuity on the bankruptcy of the 
grantor, stating that he had no doubt that his partner in 
business, who managed the transaction, had given the 
executors of the estate charged notice of the annuity, is 
not sufficient to take the share of the grantor out of his 
order and disposition.— Fuster v. Bonner, V. C. K., 11 
W. R. 742. 

SPECIAL BAIL—7 & 8 Guo. 4, 0. 71, 8. 2.—The defen- 
dant having been arrested in an action of debt, paid the 
amount to the sheriff, with £10 for costs, and the sheriff 
paid the same into court. The defendant became bank- 
rapt before putting in special bail, or paying in an addi- 
tional sum of £10 pursuant to the 7 & 8 Geo. 4, c, 71, 
s. 2.—Held, that the defendant’s assignees were not en- 
titled to the debt and costs paid into court.— Cooke v. Bell, 
Ex., 11 W. R. 732. 


Correspondence. 
ORDER oF DISCHARGE. 

I take the liberty of making a suggestion with reference to 
the reporting of a case before the Lord Chancellor in bank- 
ruptcy in the papers of the 4th instant—Re Laforest—in which 
the decision of Mr. Commissioner Holroyd that property coming 
toa bankrupt after the day on which his order of discharge 
is granted, but before the expiry of the days allowed for appeal, 
passed to his assignees, was reversed. 

The decision of the Lord Chancellor is no donbt confined to 
this point, but, according to the Times report, the Lord Chan- 
cellor added a remark at the end of his judgment, that it was 
to be regretted that—there being no assets under the bank- 
ruptcy—the commissioner had not appended conditions to the 
order of discharge, touching the bankrupt’s after-acquired pro- 
perty. The fact is that the majority of cases in bankruptcy, 
now, are mere whitewashing cases, and the suggestion of the 
Lord Chancellor would be most valuable if it could be quoted 
from = received report. From the Times it cannct be so 
quoted, hence my suggestion to you. 

I speak upon the basis of 2 somewhat considerable expe- 
rience in cases in bankruptcy; and I feel that the time is come 
to avail oneself of any lawful means of checking the dishonesty 
of the existing system of whitewashing. If you agree with 
my view of the matter, you will not, perhaps, deem that this 
note demands any apology. ILLIAM S, ALLEN. 

Birmingham, 

[This case is reported in the last number of the Weekly 

, and a note of it will be found in our impression of 
to-day.] 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Law Reporting Progecrs. 

The publication of Mr. Daniel’s remarks on Law Reporting, 
by his own express permission, in the Solicitors’ Journal, re- 
leases myself and vother members of the Bar from a silence 
which, in deference to the implied request of the author, we 
have hitherto thought it desirable to maintain. The question 
treated in Mr. Daniel’s pamphlet is one of considerable inte- 
rest to junior barristers, who may have to watch helplessly the 
excessive multiplication of reports for many years to come; 
and as Iam one of that class myself, I venture to offer a few 
observations on the subject, which you may perhaps think 
worthy of insertion in the columns of your valuable journal, 

On referring to an article on “ Case Law,” in the Solicitors’ 
Journal, for September 6th, 1862, I find it stated, on the 
authority of Mr. Sweet, that there are at present no less than 
1,100 volumes of “authorised reports,” of which only 150 
existed a hundred years ago; and that fresh cases are accumu- 
lating at the rate of 2,250 per annuum, adding yearly to the 
legal library no less than twenty-seven or thirty volumes. It 
is easy to calculate that if this rate should continue (and it is 
much more likely to goon in an increasing ratio), we shall 
have 1,000 more volumes by the year 1900, and a total of 
4,800 by the end of the next century. Again, in addition to 
the authorised reports, we have fresh volumes of the Weekly 
Reporter, the Law Journal, &c., continually coming out; and 
the mass of decisions is such that the search for any single 
point is likely in a few years to become a task of overwhelming 
difficulty. 

There is no doubt that Mr. Daniel deserves the thanks of 
the public and the profession for his endeavours to find a 
method of averting the incubus which threatens us; but it is, 
I think, more than questionable whether the plan which he 
proposes can be carried out, and whether, even if carried out, 
it will eventuate in anything more than adding a fresh set of 
reports to the mass which already exists. Mr. Daniel’s pro- 
position, in effect, amounts to this: that the reporting members 
of the Bar should agree to allow the present reports to die out, 
in favour of a fresh series, which he trusts will be more com. 
plete, more rapid, and more correct, than any which are now 
published. The whole scheme is to be carried out by a volun- 
tary movement, without superior coercion or control. ‘The 
judges, finding these reports so much better than all the rest, 
will then, Mr. Daniel thinks, forbid any others to be cited. 

It seems to me, in the first place, that it will be impossible 
to prevail upon a hundred or more gentlemen (some of them, 
perhaps, of small income) to relinquish the present salaries 
which they are honestly earning, and to throw themselves into 
an uncertain future. It will also be difficult to persuade them 
that the works on which they are now bestowing laborious care 
are inferior to something which is yet unscen, and the merits 
of which cannnot possibly be tested. If the self-denying or- 
dinance be not unanimously adopted the scheme must fall to 
the ground at once; for the body of gentlemen who start the 
proposed publication will stand in no superior or distinct 
position from those w':0 are now employed on periodical reports, 
and there will be no reason whatever to suppose that they will 
better execute their task. Supposing, however, that the re- 
porters, one and all, fall in with the views of Mr. Daniel, what 
will then be the result? Simply that we sball have a fresh 
set of reports on their trial, brought out in the face of opposi- 
tion from a host of competing publications, which it will be 
utterly impossible to check or despise. The field will still be 
open to everybody, much more open, indeed, than it is now, 
and private enterprise will immediately avail itself of the chance. 
There will be no discourtesy, no dishonour, in this. Mr. 
Daniel’s reporters will be an association of private individuals, 
and it will be equally competent to other private individuals 
to try their powers in the same walk of enterprise. It is at this 
point that we come to the key-stone of the whole fabric—the 
monopoly of merit which is to induce the judges to for- 
bid the citing of other reports. I say, unhesitatingly, that 
such @ monopoly of merit will not and cannot exist. The 
societies of the several Inns of Court call to the Bar every term 
a crowd of young men, studious, energetic, and hungry for 
work, who will not leave a stone unturned in the honourable 
endeavour to produce reports quite equal to any which they 
may find established, What, then, are the judges to do? 
Are they to turn a deaf ear to all other reports, and accept 
only one particular series? If the prestige of the authorised 
reports cannot secure them from competition, is it likely that 
any reports which are not authorised will have a happier fate? 
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Every practising barrister knows that in the long run the judges 
find it impossible to ignore the private reports, pag toa cer- 
tain extent, they endeavour to discourage their citation. Is it 
likely that they will be more stern and uncompromising sup- 
porters of a non-official than they have hitherto been, and now 
are, of an official, series? I think it impossible to conclude that 
they will. At any rate, it will be difficult to press this foregone 
conclusion with such success as to induce the whole body of 
reporters to leave their present course and divert their labour 
and ability into a new and unexplored channel. 

I have admitted—nay, I think, proved—that the evil com- 
plained of by Mr. Daniel is patent, and I am convinced that 
the difficulty is not to be met in an off-hand manner, but must 
be the subject of long and careful reflection. It seems to me, 
for the reasons above detailed, that Mr. Daniel’s plan is im- 
practicable, but [ rejoice that he has brought the subject under 
the notice of the profession. Nothing usefal, I think, can be 
effected in this matter without the interference of paramount 
authority; but I would rather that the members of the legal 
profession should invoke the interference than that it should be 
forced upon them from without. As to the mode in which such 
authority can best be exercised, you will probably have re- 
ceived numerous suggestions from abler writers than myself; 
but if you should do me the honour to insert these hasty re- 
marks, I shall watch the storm as it brews, and it is not im- 
possible that I may venture ere long to trouble you with a fur- 
ther communication. Atmaric Romsey. 

30, Chancery-lane, June 11. 





Asa reader of the Weekly Reporter, I trouble you with a 
few remarks on Mr. Daniel’s pamphlet. I can well understand 
that the authorised reports of the present day do impose a heavy 
burden upon the judges and the leading members of the Bar; 
but I do not believe that the evils detailed in the three propo- 
sitions of Mr. Daniel are felt by the general body of solicitors. 
For myself I am perfectly satisfied with the selection and the 
“ early, efficient, and cheap publication ” of cases reported in your 
columns, and I find the quantity of matter fully adequate to 
my digestion. An expansion of your own system, under 
the combined and recognised operation of numerous members 
of the Bar, might perhaps meet the evils complained of by Mr. 
Daniel, but would, in my opinion, confer no practical benefit on 
the majority of solicitors, and would necessarily involve a very 
considerable additional expense, which a large proportion of 
them could not afford. A Country Soriciror. 

Taunton, June 8. 





Legat Rewarps. 

My letter has provoked just such answers as I expected. 
They contain a little sarcasm, a very fair amount of point 
blank contradiction, which never yet proved anything but 
poverty of argument, and a great deal of that self-confidence 
which is so peculiar to and so very characteristic of “ A Country 
Solicitor’ “H.” seems to be of opinion that an industrious 
clerk requires no further practice in his profession at the end of 
his time. Clever indeed must be the man of whom it can be 
traly said that he has made himself thoroughly master of his 
profession at the end of three or five years. The “master” 
who presided at my examination said, and I think with great 
truth, that we were not supposed to have yet completed our 
legal education, but had in fact only been preparing ourselves 
to enter on the more serious part of it. More than once have 
I heard the remark made by those who could speak from ex- 
perience, that it takes a man five years after he has served his 
time to make himself master of his profession. ‘H.” has 
therefore no reason to talk so tauntingly, as if two months’ 
practice in a large office were not of very great service to any- 
ove who would make the most of them. I quite agree with 
“"A Country Solicitor” that very few London solicitors would 
say they could do as much as some country solicitors profess 
they can. I could mention many an instance in which the self- 
confidence of country solicitors in their powers of conveyan- 
cing has been productive of most expensive results. It was the 
remark of one of the conveyancers of the present day that there 
would be bat little business to be done were it not for the mis- 

‘takes made by country solicitors. They are not I think aware 
how very often their mistakes have to be quietly and delicately 
corrected by their London agerts, Iam quite sure that, as a 
rule, those solicitors are the safer men who have the least con- 
fidence in themselves and in their own opinions. It is all very 
well to say that he is the best solicitor who is not only tho- | 





acquainted with the f his profession, but is | 
arm reported seal is simply teyouh fin 


power of mortal man to superintend a business of any - 
tude, and at the same time to keep up with the reports 
constant ch in the law. Barristers who have but little 
else to do find it very hard work to note the cases as fast as 
they are reported, and I am sure no one but “H.” 
pretend that he was able to do it. Doubtless there are many 
solicitors in the country equal in every way to the first solici- 
tors in London, but they are not in the habit of expressing the 
same boastful confidence in their own powers which those who 
a.m Re 4 ee ne “¢ top of the tree seem to have. 
ose wlio know a little of a great many things, 

fall into the error of thinking that they know a great phe 20s 
everything. Iam afraid the fact that so many of the honours 
of the Law Institution have been won by clerks from the 
country will only tend to increase their self-confidence, of 
which, however, London solicitors have no reason to complain, 
as it has put bread and butter into many a mouth, and 
doubt will continue to do so. 

I may just remark in conclusion, for the satisfaction of “ H,” 
that if the fable of the Fox and Grapes had been ae to 
me, I should never have written on this subj . H, B, 

June 9, 


i 


F 





Deep Stamps. 

The stamp duty, as you are aware, upon a deed of int - 
ment of new Pent oN x 35s., and it is considered a ot ard. 
ship upon the Wesleyan body and dissenters sew, are 
very often called upon to have a fresh deed pi “in conse- 
quence of the removal, withdrawal, or death of trustees. I 
have had to prepare several such deeds recently: in some cases 
the parties have been very poor. If our Legislature were to 
reduce the stamp duty, say to 10s., as they did some few years 
ago on deeds of covenant for production of title deeds, it would 
be a great boon to the dissenting bodies at large in this country. 
Would you kindly give insertion to this in your next publica- 
tion, and perhaps you would give us your aid in 
to accomplish so desirable an object. A.B. 





EXPERIENCES OF THE Trinity INTERMEDIATE 
TON, 


Of all the various vs ee is none -_ 
hateful to English tastes and feelings t despotic ; 
this free and libérty-loving country this sway is poral and 
this is so from the fact that that portion of the comm 
which it effects is so limited that their voices, if ever 3 
are not heard. And again, when we have endured 4 hardship, 
which we know cannot be repeated on us, we are apt to 
allow it to continue and flourish, either from an indifference or 
lukewarmness as to the haces — remedied. The leading 
maxim of equity jurisprudence no wrong without s 
remedy,” Pe pon is “equity follows the law;” but I shall 
show a wrong in which neither law nor equity affords relief. 
The Incorporated Law Society over us with a 
sway as to our, examinations, but what I particularly wish to 
draw attention to is, that candidates are kept so long in sus- 
se as to the information whether they have or not, 
speak the feelings of most students when I say the days they 
are put in purgatory from the examination till Mr. 
jon his polite circular is a cruel torture of human feelings, 


showing a total disregard of the ahxious hopes and desponding 
fears which encircle many a brow, and Po 9 the heart grow 


sad and weary, and keep many a home awaiting the long-looked 
for communication. For the final two days intervene, and for be 
intermediate, I had to be bar pe from Th last 

Monday—four da, iI Nee ae y 
folks at home.” this “ torture” or bumane; or does it 
show “a heart that can feel for another?”’ If you were to 
know the agony of mind and desponding fears experi- 
ence, you would sympathise and pity them; and I am not sure 


the examiners would not exhibit more regard by avoiding or 
lessening this injustice «nd wrong. But it may be 
examiners are most laborious an in their arduous 
duties. Take it for granted they are, I show 
lea—“ Then have more examiners”: and T 
ardly a student who would not gladly pay 
could avail himself of a — decision as to, 
felt confident I had passed; but we all prefer 
most satisfactory evidence—indeed, friends 
perly 80) to doubt our opinion on this 
are still more anxious to officially convince the fact. 
After this I will proceed to make a few remarks pnts 
of the examination. On Thursday, at ten, ge 4 
Chairman of the Examiners (Master Brewer) had ‘Sut 
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to us that the honour of the profession depended upon its mem- 
bers, and requested us to look well to the questions, as students, 
whom he said, did not properly regard them, and also saying he 
should be happy to explain the nature of any ambiguous ques- 
tion, we were given our work. I answered every previous, 
before I looked to any subsequent, question; and thus I an- 
swered all except one, and correctly except three. I had 
worked hard, and considered “ I was well up,”. and had no diffi- 
culty in answering. Many, I know, are very desirous of as- 
certaining anything about the information required in book 
keeping, and I may state for those who are so situated that it 
is of the most ordinary kind—such as, if A. pays a bill to B., 
how is the transaction to be entered in their respective books? 
And again, when a steward receives rents and pays accounts 
for his lord illustrate the account the former should render to 
the latter. These, surely, are simple enough, and need alarm 
no student. I received no assistance from anyone; there- 
fore it is not necessary to seek extraneous aid, as some imagine 
and practise, A Sropent. 
June 10, 





INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS. 

You will oblige me, and doubtless many others, if you will 
give us a short account of the questions in the “ intermediate.” 
What books are we questioned upon, and what is the nature of 
the questions in book-keeping? A ConstanT READER. 

June 8. 

[Our correspondent is referred to a letter from ‘* A Student ” 
in our impression of to-day for an answer to his last qnery. ] 





EXAMINATION QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 

I know that many of your readers take a great interest in the 
questions that are used in the examination of articled clerks, 
and in the answers given thereto in several periodicals. 

On looking at the answer given to the second question in 
conveyancing in No. 4 of the Legal Examiner, Trinity Term, 
1863, I think the same. is both incorrect and incomplete. 
It is incorrect because it is quite clear that under the will “ A.” 
would take the legal estate in fee simple, whatever be the nature 
of the trust; the devise being “to the use of” him: under that 
word “use” it is always held that the legal estate passes, 
whether uudér deed or will. The answer is incomplete because 
it does not state what estate “ B.” would take. Under the will 
“ B.” would take an equitable estate in fee simple, because all 
that “ A.” had he was to hold “in trust for B.’ Under the deed 
* B.” would take an equitable estate for life. A.B. 

Lincoln’s Inn, June 10. 





PRELIMINARY EXAMINATIONS, 

I beg to draw your attention to the fact that, although more 
than three weeks have elapsed since the last preliminary exa- 
mination, no report has yet been issued of the result, to the very 
great inconvenience of the candidates. If a sufficient staff of 
examiners were employed such a delay could not be necessary. 

The next preliminary examinations are fixed for an early 
day in July, and the candidates who are postponed from the 
last examination will be made aware too late to prepare for 
July, and will have to go over to next November. 

June 5. A Country Souicitor. 


I feel that I may be doing a service to those who are intend- 
ing to offer themselves as candidates at future preliminary exa- 
minations to be held in pursuance of the gene1al orders by 
drawing your attention to the delay that takes place in com- 
municating to the candidates the result of these examinations. 

The last preliminary examination was held upon the 12th 
and 13th of May last, and yet on this day, the 5th of June, nu 
report has been issued of the result of such examination. This 
delay could not be necessary if the examiners were numerous 
enough. 

Even in the case of a candidate who is ultimately found to 
have passed, the delay is exceedingly unpleasant and harassing; 
but in the case of a candidate who is postponed, the delay is 
really serious; nearly a month of valuable time is lost which 
might otherwise have been employed in preparation for the next 
examination, as it can hardly be expected that young men 
should commence working for a second trial when they pro- 
bably believe themselves already passed. 

The next preliminary examination is to take place early n 
July, and the delay that has already taken place may very pro- 
bably compel the postponed candidates to wait till November 
—_ —_ offering themselves. A Soxicrror. 

ung o, 





1. Would you kindly inform me on what subjects candidates 
for these examinations are expected to be informed? 

2. Whether the examinations are conducted viv voce or by 
written papers ? 

3. Whether lists of the questions proposed at each examina- 
tion are afterwards published, and if so, where can the same 
be obtained ? 

4. Have the examiners recommended any particular courss 
of study for intended candidates to pursue? §LEGULETUS, 

June 10. 

[1. The subjects upon which candidates for preliminary ex- 
amination are expected to be informed will be found ante p. 
556, 2. By written papers. 3. The questions are not pub- 
ished, 4. No.—Eb. S, J. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, June 5. 
Tue Stature Law. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR, who had given notice of his inten- 
tion to introduce a bill for the revision of the statute law, said 
that as the statement he had to make would cause him to tres. 
pass for a considerable time on their Lordships’ attention, he 
thought it would be more convenient if he now postponed till 
another opportunity to bring the subject under the considera- 
tion of the House. 

The notice was accordingly postponed until a future day, 

Monday, June 8. 
Courts oF RECONCILEMENT. 

Lord BroveHam presented a bill to their Lordships, the ob- 
ject of which was to establish courts of reconcilement similar 
to those which were in extensive operation on the Continent. 
The bill was entirely permissive, It had been carefully drawn 
with the assistance of Mr. Malcolm Kerr, judge of the Sheriffs’ 
Court of the City of London; and he believed that it would 
ultimately become law, although, as in the case of the county 
courts and the examination of parties in suits, it might be des- 
tined to considerable and prolonged opposition. 

The bill was then read a first time. 

HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, June 5.. 
Law oF JupGMENTS (IRELAND) BILL. 

Mr. O’HaGan presented a petition from the Incorporated So- 
ciety of Attorneys and Solicitors of Ireland, for alterations in 
this bill. 

Security ror Costs. 

Mr. Morray presented a petition from the Birmingham 
Law Society in favour of the bill for amending the law enabling 
plaintiffs out of the jurisdiction of the courts giving security 


for costs. 
Monday, June 8, 
Tae CHancery Funp Commission. 

Mr. Murray asked the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department when the Chancery Fund Commissioners (ap- 
pointed in February, 1861) would be prepared to make their 
report. 

Sir G. Grey said he was informed that certain resolutions 
had been agreed to by the commissioners, and that their report 
was in preparation. 


REGISTRATION OF DEEDS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. Burr asked the Attorney-General for Ireland whether 
it was his intention to bring in a bill during this session to 
validate the registries of any deeds in Ireland which might be 
invalid from technical defects, in accordance with the provi- 
sions contained in the Registration bill which had been with- 
crawn. 

The ArrorNEY-GENERAL for IRELAND said that the matter 
to which the honourable and learned gentleman referred was 
part of a larger question; and as he hoped to be able to intro- 
duce upon a future occasion a general measure, he did not 
think it would be advisable that he should then attempt to deal 
with one branch of the subject. 

Tuesday, June 9. 
Cer JusticesHir of British GUIANA. 

Colonel Row.ey asked the Under Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether it was true that Mr. Beaumont, an English _ 
barrister, had been appointed Chief Justice of British Guiana, 
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over the heads of the Crown law officers in the West Indies, 
many years his senior; and if so, why? 
Mr. C. Fortescue said it would be a mistake to suppose 


that in the Colonies, in which the patronage was still exercised ° 


by the Secretary of State, there was any rule of promotion 
which would be violated by such a case as that to which the 
hon. and gallant member had referred. On the contrary, there 
was a general understanding that the highest judicial offices 
in such colonies should be filled by gentlemen who were not 
connected with the colonies; and it was on that ground only 
that the Attorney-General for British Guiana—a very able 
gentleman, and one of whose qualifications the Secretary of 
State was fully aware—had not been selected for the appoint- 
ment in question, which had been conferred on an English law- 
yer of the highest character and credit at the equity bar, 


Wednesday, June 10. 
Inngeerers’ Liapinity (No. 1) Bit. 


The House went into committee on this bill. 

On clause 1, 

Mr. Hont moved an amendment to the clause, but 

Sir G. Grey remarked that it was so complete ar alteration 
as to amount to a new clause, and it had better be brought up 
as such, 

Clause 1 was negatived for this purpose, and, the other 
clauses having been disposed of, Mr. Hunt’s new clause was 
brought up in place of clause 1. In effect, it provides that no 
innkeeper shall “ after the passing of this Act be liable to 
make good to any guest of such innkeeper any loss of or injury 
to goods or property brought to his inn, not being a horse or 
other live animal, or any gear appertaining thereto, or any car- 
riage, to a greater amount thau the sum of £30, except in the 
following cases:—(that is to say)—1. Where such goods or 
property shall have been stolen, lost, or injured through the 
wilful default or neglect of such innkeeper, or any servant in 
his employ. 2. Where such goodsor property shall have been 
deposited expressly for safe custody with such innkeeper, or his 
servant authorised by him for that purpose. Provided always, 
that in the case of such deposit it shall be lawful for such inn- 
keeper, if he think fit, to require, as a condition of his liability, 
that such goods or property shall be deposited in a box or 
other receptacle, and that the person depositing the same shall 
affix his seal to the fastening thereof.” 

Mr. Rogsuck moved the addition of a proviso to the effect 
that it shall be incumbent on the guest to prove that the pro- 
perty was in his possession in theinn. This he did with a 
view to disappoint the swindlers who were going about the 
London _ hotels making claims on landlords for the loss of pro- 
perty which they had never possessed. 

Sir G. Grey thought the proviso unnecessary, and Mr. J. 
Locke and other hon. members having expressed the same 
opinion, it was withdrawn and the clause agreed to. 

Mr. W. Martin moved the addition of the two following 
clauses :— 

1. “If any innkeeper shall refuse to receive for safe custody, 
as before mentioned, any goods or property of his guest, or if 
any such guest shall, through any default of such innkeeper, 
be unable to deposit such goods or property as aforesaid, he 
shall not be entitled to the benefit of this Act in respect of 
such goods or property.” 

2. “Every innkeeper shall cause to be printed in plain type 
the first section of this Act, and shall cause at least one copy 
thereof to be exhibited in a conspicuous part of the hall or en- 
trance to his inn, and he shall be entitled to the benefit of this 
Act in respect of such goods or property only as shall be 
brought to his inn while such copy shall be so exhibited; and 
he shall also append to such copy a notice in writing, signed 
by himself, containing the name of the servant (if any) 
authorised by him to receive goods and property for safe 
custody.” 

The bill passed through committee, the preamble having 
been amended, on the motion of Sir F. Goldemid, by the sub- 
stitution, after the word “ whereas” to the word “ be,” in line 
nine, of the words “it is expedient to amend the law concern- 
ing the liability of innkeepers in respect of the goods of their 
guests in manner hereinafter mentioned ” for those in the bill 
as it stood. 

Exezcrron Petitions Bit. 

Mr, Hun moved the second reading of this Bill. The prin- 
ciple of the measure was that no election petitions should in 
future be withdrawn without 2 disclosure before a standing 
commitee of the House of the circumstances under which the pe- 
tition in question was presented and withdrawn, He did not pro- 











pose that petitioners should be forced to proceed against their will, 
but merely that the House should be ia possesion of the reasons 
for presenting, in the first instance, and afterwards withdrawing 
those petitions. Much of the inconvenience of the existing sys- 
tem arose from the tendency exhibited in the House of late years 
to treat petitions entirely as questions between party and party, 
and as matters of no public importance. But from the report 
ofa Commitee of Privileges appointed in 1623-4, and embracing 
the names of some of the highest authorities on constitutional 
law at that day, it appeared that, the petitioners —- 
election of knights of the shire for the county of Middlesex 
being afterwards desirous of withdrawing that petition, it was 
moved and debated whether the committee ought not to proceed 
to an investigation of the circumstances notwithstanding ‘that 
withdrawal. It was held clearly that “the House of Commons 
ought not to be concluded by the act of the parties in not pro- 
secuting their complaint, which perhaps might operate, by some 
underhand combination, to the prejudice of the whole king- 
dom, which hath an interest in the election of every member of 
Parliament.” He was of opinion that an election petition 
complaining of an undae return was a public matter, and 
ought not to be treated asa civil suit. In an election carried 
by corrupt means the public was wronged as well as the de- 
feated candidate, for the views of the unbought majority of the 
electors were set at naught, and great scandals arose from the 
allegation that members had been returned, and that legislation 
was carried on, through the instrumentality of corrupt agency. 
Frivolous petitions affected the Legislature almost as injuriously, 
besides imposing additional labour upon the general body of 
members, the gentleman petitioned against being disqualified 
from sitting upon particular committees, The present bill was 
intended to prevent petitions from being presented with the 
object of extorting money, of coercing the sitting 
into some compact relating to a future election, or for the 
urpose of being paired off against some other petition, Mr. 
hinn had said that petitions were constantly presented 
with a view of putting money into the pockets of attorneys, 
and suggested that no petition should be withdrawn without 
the leave of the speaker, who should institute an inquiry into 
thecircumstances. Sir F. Slade had also told the committee that 
sham petitions were often got up to extract a thousand pounds 
out of the pocket of the sitting member. Mr. Edwin James 
said he had known as many as eighty petitions presented after-a 
general election, when it was not intended to try more than 
twenty-five. Mr. James suggested that the parties petitioning 
should be responsible for costs. He hoped he had now 
the House that sham petitions were got up for the 
costs, and for the purpose of carrying on the war against 
Jide petitions. There were, he would admit, many ab 
the present system of election petitions which this bill 
not remedy. He would propose that at the commencement 
every session a small standing committee should be appointed 
by the General Committee of Elections, to be called the Elec- 
tion Petitions Withdrawal Committee. When parties wished 
to withdraw an election pen they should give notice to the 
speaker, who shon'd refer the subject to the latter committee. 
If the committee found that the petition was frivolous and vex- 
atious, the petitioners should be liable to pay the sitting 
member the costs to which he had been put, and also, if 
they so determined, the cost of the proceedings before- the 
committee. If on the other hand, bond fide reasons for the 
withdrawal could be made out, no ill consequences would 
follow, and after a certain interval the petition might 
withdrawn without more ado. If, however, the committee 
found that any corrupt bargain had been made as to 
withdrawal of the petition, then the whole of the 
of £1,000, or such part thereof as the committee might deter- 
mine, should be forfeited, It might be said that his bill would 
throw additional costs on petitioners, and thereby prevent them 
from coming forward and exposing corrupt He 
contended, however, that the measure would not 
any bond fide petition, but that it would prevent frovolous and 
vexatious petitions, which was what he wished to do. The 
hon. member concluded by moving that the bill be now read a 
second time, 

Mr. Cox cordially approved the principle of the bill, There 
were three classes of election petitions—the bond fide petition 
instituted in the belief that corrupt practices had taken place; 
the frivolous and vexatious petition, intended as a set-off to 
some petition from the opposite side; and thirdly, the extortion 
petition, which, without the slightest ground, allaged that inti- 
midation, bribery, and treaty had been He 
with the hon. member who brought in this bill that there 
to be some tribunal appointed by the House to inquire 
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oot cireumstances election petitions were presented and with- 
Tawa. 

Mr. Contins believed that if committees were more strict in 
visiting frivolous and vexatious petitions with costs, and in 
making the costs follow the suit, as in the courts of law, fewer 
sham petitions would be got up. He feared that if the bill 

in its present shape the expenses of sitting members 
would be increased rather than diminished. It was said that 
an election petition was a public matter, and not a private 
suit, If that were so, the House, when a boné fide case was 
made out, ought to defray the cost out of a public fund. If on 
the other hand, an election petition remained a private suit be- 
tween parties, it would be impossible to prevent com- 
promises. 

Mr. Bouverte said there were two distinct matters with 
which the House had to deal—the presentation ofa great number 
of petitions that were never intended to be prosecuted, and the 
withdrawal of petitions that ought to be proceeded with, in 
consequence of bargains made outside the House. In the first 
class of petitions conscious virtue on the part of the sitting 
member was of no use. An election was said to be like a 
horse, for there was no such thing as asound one. It was al- 
leged that at every election something was done by an ardent 
partisan or committeeman which if known and proved would 
invalidate it.: Sitting members fancied that there must be some 
tremendous case behind, and they were therefore kept in a 
state of anxiety and annoyance. The Grenville Act, upon 
which the present practice of the House was founded, made 
no provision for the costs of frivolous and vexatious petitions. 
That provision was introduced eighteen or twenty years ufter- 
wards by Lord Grenville, and it was accompanied by a clause | 
prohibiting the withdrawal of any petition. Lord Grenville 
hoped that the costs of frivolous and vexatious petiticns 
would be a security that none but bond fide petitions would-be ’ 
presented. ‘Ihat was the law up to the year 1838, Under 
ordinary circumstances, althongh a committee might find that 
a member petitioned against was entitled to keep his seat, 
yet they also found a certain number of suspicious circum- 
stances. They therefore were disposed to declare that there 
was a primé facie case for a petition, and they were unwilling 
to saddle petitioners with the costs by declaring it to be fri- 
volous and vexatious. The other practice of withdrawing 

tions as a matter of bargain, was illustrated the other day 
the matter of the Lisburn petition. The agent who got up 
the petition against the sitting member induced the electors 
who signed the petition to sign at the same time the withdrawal. 
Could there be any doubt that the object of obtaining the with- 
drawal was to enable the parties to make a pecuniary bargain 
with the sitting member? It was very undesirable that such 
bargains should take place, and that the House should be de- 
frauded of its jurisdiction in these cases. He believed that 
some provisions might be adopted which would operate as a 
check to prevent such bargains from being carried out. One 
defect of the bill was that there was no security that a petition 
should be proceeded with, It was left at the mercy of any- 
body whether a petition should go on or not. Where a strong 
case was made out it would be desirable to provide an enquiry 
by a committee, assisted by some public officer appointed by 
the Speaker. The House owed it to itself to check the prac- 
tice that prevailed at the beginning of every session of present- | 
ing indiscriminately a number of petitions against the return 
of hon. members. A 


Mr. Ayrton said they had already imposed a very close re- 
striction as to the time within which such petitions could be | 
presented, and if this bill were passed it would be necessary to 
extend that time so that persons might have ample opportunity | 
for considering whether they should present a petition or not. | 
An election petition was either a claim of right on the part of | 
some one, or it was merely a piece of information for the bene- | 
fit of the House and the public. In the former case there 
ought to be security for the costs of the inquiry; but in the 
latter, if they were to do more than bind a petitioner to appear | 
before a committee on his own recognizances they would go 
beyond the law of the land in cases of public prosecution, and | 
would discountenance at the outset all inquiry into bribery and | 
corruption. If a petition were pica, for pu of ex- 
tortion, it should be made a penal offence to withdraw it, and 
the petitioner should be made liable to ution by a com- | 
og ve ag ae Po the House shuld be wry om yd 

eparted from recognized principle o inistering 

w and embarked in what he would call fanciful legislation. 

all knew that all sorts of prosecutions were abandoned 





from feelings of a private or personal nature; nor could it be 


otherwise, unless they introduced into this country a system of 
public prosecutors. 

The ATrorNEY-GENERAL said he agreed in the approval 
which had been given to the principle of the bill, which was to 
prevent, if possible, without incurring greater evils, the abuse 
of the right of petition. But they should be very careful not 
to interfere unduly with the exercise of that right, which not 
only concerned individual members of the community, but also 
affected the privileges of that House. It should be borne in 
mind that by the Election Petitions Act of 1848 some consider- 
able restrictions were imposed on the exercise of the right of 
petition, for, by the 3rd section of that Act, before any election 
petition was presented to the House a recognizance should be 
entered into by one, two, or more persons to the amount of 
£1,000 for payment of costs. It was also required that, in 
the event of the withdrawal of the petition, the petitioner 
should be compelled to pay the costs of any persons who 
might have been put to expense. The object of this bill was to 
deprive the petitioner of the right to withdraw his petition, 
and to make it certain, or, at least, reasonably probable, that 
he would have to incur heavy costs before he could relieve 
himself from a petition which he had once presented; and 
before a petition could be withdrawn it should be referred to 
the Withdrawal Petition Committee, there to enter upon, it 
might he, a very tedious and expensive inquiry. The question 
was whether greater evils might not be incurred by provisions 
so stringent as those contained in the bill. But in the 
that at a future stage it might be so modelled as to effect 
good that was desired, he was prepared to express his approval 
of the motion for the second reading. 

The bill was then read a second time. 





Pending Measures of Regislatron, 

A Butt Intrrutep AN AcT TO ENABLE PERSONS BETWEEN 
WHOM DISPUTES HAVE ARISEN TO SETTLE THEIR DIFFER- 
ENCES WITHOUT RESORTING TO LITIGATION. 

The following bill has been brought into the House of Lords 
by Lord Brougham :— 

Whereas it is expedient to provide a method by which persons 
between whom differences have arisen may have their disputes 
amicably settled without recourse being had to litigation: may 
it therefore please your Majesty that it may be enacted; and be 
it enacted by the Queen’s most excellent Majesty, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Lords spiritual and temporal, and 
Commons, in this present Parliament assembled, and by the 
authority of the same, as follows: 

1. This Act shall commence and take effect immediately 
after the passing hereof, and in citing the same in other Acts 
of Parliament, and in legal instruments and proceedings, it shall 
be sufficient to use the expression “ The Saitors Conciliation 
Act, 1863.” 

2. In this Act the singular shall include the plural, the word 
‘* person ” shall include corporations, joint stock and other com. 
panies, and industrial, provident, and friendly societies; the 
word “judge ’’ shall include the deputy of the judge; and the 
judge shall accordingly have power, if he shall see fit, from 
time to time to appoint a deputy for the purposes of this Act, 
and to exercise the powers therein conferred on the judge of the 
county court; the word “ registrar” shall mean the registrar of 
the county court, and shall includea ty registrar and an 
assistant clerk ; and the words “ the court ” and “ county court ” 
shall be held to mean a court established and holden under the 
Act passed in the session of Parliament beld in the ninth and 
tenth years of the reign of her present Majesty, intituled “ An 
Act for the more easy recovery of small debts and demands in 
England,” or any Act altering or amending the same, and shall 
include any court of record the judge of which is by the terms 
of his appointment required to be a barrister of seven years’ 
standing at the Bar. a : 

3, It shall be lawful for the judge of any county court to sit 
in chambers at any place within the district of the court, for 
the pu of deciding any questions or disputes or exmnngins 
any differences that may have arisen between persons willing 
to refer their disputes to his amicable decision and adjustment, 
and on hearing such persons and their witnesses, if any, sum- 
marily and finally to decide the matter or matters in dispute so 
submitted fo him, or refrain from adjudicating upon the same, 


| as to him shall seem fit. 


4. For the more efficient exercise of the jurisdiction con- 
ferred by this Act, the judge of the county court, when 
in chambers under this Act, shall have power to order 
determine what he shall think fit to be done 
matters in dispute by either party, who shall be 


‘the 
‘and 
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concluded by such determination, and also, in respect of the 
mutters brought before him, all the powers, jurisdiction, and 
authority of a sole arbitrator, and in order to compel the at- 
tendance of witnesses, if need be, and in so far otherwise as 
may be necessary, the same powers, jurisdiction, and autho- 
rities as if he were sitting in open court. 

5. Any persons between whom disputes or differences may 
have arisen, and who are desirous of having tne same settled or 
adjusted under this Act, may, on payment of the fees mentioned 
in schedule (A.) to this Act annexed, obtain at the chambers 
of the judge a memorandum of agreement or submission, which 
may be in the form contained in schedule (B.) to this Act an- 
nexed or to the like effect, in which memorandum the judge 
shall, in presence of the parties, unless they shall have pre- 
‘viorsly done so themselves, state the question or questions for 
his decision or adjustment as agreed to by them; and such 
agreement. being then, unless it shall have been previously, 
signed by the parties, the judge shall then, or as soon there- 
after as conveniently may be, proceed to hear the parties and 
their witnesses, if any, and to determine the question or ques- 
tions between them, or to refrain from so doing, as he shall see 
fit and in either case may state his decision, if called upon so to 
do, by a certificate under his hand, which may be in the form 
contained in schedule (U.) to this Act annexed, or to the like 
effect, and shall have the same force as regards the matters 
therein disposed of as an award made and published in due 
form of law. 

6. Any certificate granted under this Act may, together 
with the memorandum before mentioned, be entered on the 
minutes of the court, and filed as a record thereof, and be there- 
after enforced like an ordinary judgment, or by being made a 
rule of any of the superior courts of common law at Westmin- 
ster, or summarily by the order made at chambers of a judge 
of any of the sid superior courts, or of any of the vice- 
chancellors, 

SCHEDULES. 


The following fees, and no others, shall be taken and levied 
in respect of proceedings under this Act :— 

Where the sum or matter in dispute, or which forms the 
subject of reference, does not exceed in amount or value 
twenty pounds,— 

To the judge, one pound one shilling. 
To the registrar or clerk in attendance on the judge, 
five shillings. 

Where the sum or matter in dispute, or which forms the 
subject of reference, does not exceed in amount or value 
fifty pounds,— 

To the judge, two pounds two shillings. 
To the registrar or clerk in attendance on the judge, 
seven shillings and sixpence. 

Where the sum or matter in dispute, or which forms the 
subject of reference, exceeds in amount or value fifty 
pounds, — 

To the judge, three pounds three shillings. 
To the registrar or clerk in attendance on the judge, 
ten shillings. 

The value of the matter in dispute, or which forms the sub- 
ject of reference, in case of difference between the parties, 
to be ascertained and fixed by the judge. 

To the registrar, for every certitied copy of the memo- 
randum of submission and certificate, five shillings. 
B. 
In the County Court of X. holden at Z. 
“ The Suitors Conciliation Act, 1863.” 

A. B., of ——, and C. D., of ——, hereby agree to refer to 
the award, order, and final determination [or to the amicable 
decision and adjustment] of the judge of this Court [ez. gra, 
generally] all disputes and matters in difference whatsoever 
between them [or all disputes and differences that have arisen 
between them, ex. gra. specially] touching the alleged sale by 
the said A. B. to the said C. Db, of, &c., &c.; or touching the 
non-completion by the said C. D. of an alleged contract to 
build a stable and outhouses for the said A. B. ; or respecting 
the said C. D.’s accounts as town traveller for the said A. B.; 
or relating to certain matters of account concerning the sale 
and purchase of certain railway shares in which the said C. D. 
peers as agent for the said A. B.; or respecting the dilapida- 
tions to be made good by the said C. D. in a house of the said 
A.B, detitity roel by him, &c., &e. 

Dated this —— day of ——, 186 . 
(Signed 


A. B. 
C. D. 


Cc. 
In the County Court of X. holden at Z. 
“ The Suitors Conciliation Act, 1863,” 

Between A. B., ot ——, and C. D., of . 

I certify that the above-named C. D. is justly and truly in- 
debted to the above-named A. B. in the sum of £25 10s., of 
which I order and direct the said C. D. to make payment to 
the said A. B. within ten days; or-— 

I certify that the above-named C. D. failed to build and 
complete a stable and outhouses for the above-named A. B. 
according to his contract in that behalf. I find that the said 
A. B. has since such default completed the same himself, and 
that the expense of so doing amounts to £34; and I therefore 
order and direct the said C. D. to make payment, &c. &c.; 
or-— 

I certify that on stating the accounts current between the 
above-named A, B. and the above-named C, D., as his town 
traveller, there is due to the said A. B. a balance of £50, and 
I accordingly order and direct the said C. D.to make payment, 


&c.; or— gabar 
vant be as 


I certify that the dilapidations to be made 
above-named C. J). in the house of the above-named 
can only be done at an expense of £42, and I accordingly order 
and direct, &c., &c. 
Witness my hand, this day of 


186 . 
4.45 
Judge of the said Court. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


ARTICLES OF CLERKSHIP—DUCHY OF LANCASTER.— 
Articles of clerkship entered into with an attorney of the 
Court of Common Pleas of the Duchy of Lancaster, who 
was also an attorney of the Court of Queen’s Bench, and 
which were inadvertently stamped with the £60 stamp 
required in order to entitle an attorney to practise in the 
Court of Common Pleas of the Duchy of Lancaster, in- 
stead of the £80 stamp required to entitle him to admis- 
sion to practise in the courts of Westminster Hall, were 
aliowed to be enrolled on payment of the extra £20, on 
an affidavit that the omission was not made with the in- 
tention of evading the extra duty—Jn the matter of 
Watson (an Articled Clerk), Q. B., 11 W. RB. 730. 


CANDIDATES WHO PASSED THE EXAMINATION. 
Trinity Term, 1863. 


Names of Candidates. To whom articled, assigned. &c. 
Abbott, Robert John Pane E. Abbott; M. & 





Adams, John Robinson ...... 
Allen, William ........esces 
Andrew, William J. Dewes ... 
Andrews, Walter George ... 
Bagshaw, Ralph, jun 
Barker, Walford Henry 
Barnes, Jeremiah ........ haeaee 
Binney, Joseph 

Booth, Thomas, B.A. ......... 
Booty, Miles George 
Bourdillon, Stafford Faulkner 


Brandreth, W. F. B., B.A...... 
Bretherton, Charles Edward... 
Brighten, William Greene 
Brookes, John Henry 
Browning, Harold C 
sce en 

Bryan, John ... 

Butierton, George Ash......... 
Carr, Henry Johnson 
Cawley, Thomas, jun, ......... 
Clarke, E.L. A. BA 

Cooke, Frederick.............+«. 
Cooper, William ..... éneedvases 
Crawhall, Octavius Joseph ... 
Davies, William .............. ; 
Dodd, William Lietch ......... 
Douglass, Edward Bosworth 
Drinkwater, Thomas ... 
Edwards, Edward Rasbrook... 
Edwards, James Mercer 


James Matthews. 

James Bloore. 

W. Andrew; J. W. Danby. 

George William Andrews. 

Ralph Bagshaw. : 

H. J. Barker; C. Cuff. 

John Lomas Cufaude. 

William Binney. 

William G. Bateson. 

Henry Thomas Robinson. 

Charles F. Skizrrow; George B 
Gregory. 

William Williams. 

Edward Bretherton. 


W. N. H. Turner. 
Jonathan Weymouth. 
Edward Browning. 
Jonathan W. Brunskill. 
Joseph Lovegrove. 

John fag pee ee 
George Yewdall. 

J. Cawley; E. W. McClure 
Henry Francis Church. 
John Cooke, 
Arthur Ellis. 
William 
Samuel 
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Name of Candidates. To whom articled, assigned, &c. Name of Candidates. To whom articled, assigned, &c. 
Elwes, Edward Golding ...... Henry Griffin Deane. Thairlwall, Frederick James F. Thairlwall; J. Hun 
Engel, Albert ....... sesevevesee JOHN Satchell; W. Stevens. Thompson, Luke, jun ....... -» Luke Thompson, 
Farr, Henry Ariel ....... «ee Henry Farr. Thompson, William ........... . J, Phillips, jun.; P. R. Falk- 
Fisher, James David Raine... J. Fisher, jun.; John Plews. ner. 
Fowler, John Bennett .......... Thomas Ingram. Tilsley, William Frederick ... Loftus & Young, 
Gabb, Richard Baker ......... Baker Gabb; Baker J. Gabb. | Tomes, Thomas Perry........ . Samuel Tombs. 
Garside, John Edward... John Wilson. Townend, James Hamilton... Charles Sawbridge. 
George, William Evans ...... W. W. Mitchell; A. J, Evans. | Turner, Joseph Edward ...... Orlando Webb. 
Goode, William White ......... Thomas Spooner. Tweddle, W. Goodfellow ...... Edward Waugh, 
Graham, Robert .......0.:++00 Thomas Woollett; William F. | Tyndall, Edward Lant....... .. Henry W. Tyndall. 
Batt; Thomas W. G. Gurney. | Upton, Robert Leycester...... Robert B. Uptca., 
Green, George Sangster ...... Mark Jameson. Wade, David..........s0essse0. James Dolman. 
Green, W. F., M.A ............ John Thomas Green. Walkden, George ........0...44 G. Walkden; John J. Handley; 
Greene, Arthur Weguelin...... David Black. W. Gregory; T. Clarke. 
Greenway, Albert Evans ...... Charles Stringer. Walton, Joseph........... sseesee Christopher B. Walker. 
Hadfield, John ......... seseeeee Anthony B. Were. Wareing, Henry Barton ...... Francis Dobson Lowndes, 
Hallam, T. W. H............00+ Robert Leonard, jon.; Lewis | Warner, Frederic Isaac....... .. Isaac Warner; C. Warner. 
ry. Watson, John Matthew......... Peregrine Watson. 
Halton, John Foster............ Francis Dobson Lowndes. Watts, Alfred Eugene ......... John King Watts. 
Hardy, Charles .............+00 . George A. Charsley; S. H.C. | Watts, John ......csseeeereee Frederick William Thorp. 
Maddock. Watts, Walter Theodore ...... John King Watts. 
Hardy, John Charles ......... Henry S. Law. Webb, Walter ........ aS . Ayerst Hooker. 
Henry, William James..,...... George Hodson Burnham, Whall, John Fitzwilliam, B.A. John Whall. 
Hester, Frederic ......... George Parsons Hester. Wheatcroft, William George... Philip Hubbersty. 
Hill, John Edward Gray Charles F. Skirrow; Thomas | Wheatly, Thomas......... .... Robert B. Wheatly. 
Phillips. Williams, Charles William ... Henry John Davis. 
Holgate, W. J. J..cccccoscee .» Richard Reece. Willicombe, Neville ...... .- Thomas P, Cobb; Samuel B 
Hudson, Thomas .......s.00+4 . H, Frost; R. Bell; T, Spurr. Brookes. 
Hughes, R. H. J. ...... John Henry Bolton. Wilson, Edward ......0...... John Hope Shaw. 


Hulton, Frederic Campbell.... 
Hamfrys, William John 
Hunton, Charles ............... 
Hurrell, John Square ......... 
Ibbotson, Horatio Walter...... 
Jenkins, Benjamin 
Lace, William Henry ..... wane 
Lattey, Robert Thomas ..... 
Lawrence, William Edward... 


Laws, Cuthbert John ...... wae 
Lucas, William, jun ............ 
Machen, Frank England.. ... 
Mason, Thomas Johnson ...... 
Miles, Archibald John ......... 
Morland, J. Thornhill, B.A. 
Morris, Christopher .,.......... 
OS ie Aen 
Nalder, Henry Newcomen ... 
Nordon, Maurice . ............. 
Norgate, Charles Bladwell Le 

Grys 


Oatred, Benjamin William ... 
Parker, Henry .......... x 

Phelps, Thomas ... 
Pickering, John ......000s-+++ 
Pilcher, Arthur ............000 . 
Pughe, William Anthony...... 
Pye-Smith, John William, jun. 
Ramwell, William .......... 
Rees, Mansel ............00+s+ 
Richards, William.............. 
Roberts, Edward ..+.....0000+ 
Robinson, Samuel John......... 
Rooks, George Arthur 
Saffery, Edwin P. Marshall... 
Salt, Frederick ...........00+¢ 


POP e mene eee eeeeeeeneeneees 





Sheppard, Charles.........-.. ++ 
Slaney, Thomas Turner, B.A. 


Smith, Horace William, M.A. 
Smyth, Richard Phillott ...... 
Southey, Herbert Priestley ... 
Sparkes, Richard .,..--...0se+0« 
Spirett, Thomas Alfred...... ovo 
Stanton, Thomas Harrison ... 
Stephens, Matthew J. D... 


Stokes, Charles William Rees. 
Stroud, Frederick ........+++- ode 
Tawplin, H. M, Riebard...... 
Taylor, William Brooke ...... 





Thomas Birchall; Geo. Brett. 

William Humfrys. 

James Hunton. 

Robert Hurrell. 

Anthony C. Branson. 

William Henry Thomas. 

R. Norris; T. Rigge; A. Lace. 

John Hopgood. 

William Baynton; E. Hutchins; 
J. L. Press. 

Cuthbert U. Laws. 

William Lucas, 

Ralph B. Smith. 

Thomas F. Allison. 

D. H. Serrell; M, K. Braund. 

George B. Morland. 

John P. Robinson, 

John Muskett. 

George William Nalder, 

William Prowting Roberts. 


Henry R. Cooper; Nathaniel 
C. Milne. 

George Edward Sharland 

Dalton H. Serrell. 

Frederic John Reed. 

William Robinson Smith. 

Henry Heane; J. Thos. White, 

William Jones, 

John William Pye-Smith, 

A. R, Varley; T. Goldring. 

Benjamin Jones, 

James Webb Jones. 

Richard Humphreys. 

J. C. Rees; John Freeland. 

Thomas Lee. 

John Butler, jun. 

William Cooper; Thomas 
Cooper; William Harding. 

Louis Innes Baker; T. Ri . 

Thomas Slaney; I. Knowles; 
D. Dimbleby. 

James Crowdy. 

George John Robertson. 

Philip Henry Lawrence. 

Joseph Hockley. 

Jchn Thackrah; G. Beswick. 

Philip Holmes Stenton. 

Matthew Spray Stephens, 

T. Bateman; A. F. Tweedie, 

Charles John Chesshyre. 

i Tamplin. 

A. Taylor; C. Taylor; F, G, 
Foster; B. Field. 








EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


Trinity Term, 1863.—Final Examination. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the roll 
of attorneys and solicitors of the superior courts, the examiners 
recommended the following gentlemen, under the-age of 26, as 
being entitled to honorary distinction :— 

Water Wess, aged 21, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 


Hughes, Hooker, & Buttanshaw, cf 


London, 


The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accord- 
ingly awarded to Mr. Webb the prize of books presented by 
the Honourable Society of Clifford’s-inn. 

The council have also awarded to each of the undermen- 
tioned gentlemen, whose names are placed in alphabetical order, 
a prize of Books given by the Incorporated Law Society :— 

CHARLES EpwaRD BRETHERTON, aged 23, who served his 
clerkship to Mr. Edward Bretherton, of Liverpool; and Mr. 
Alfred Benjamin Carpenter, of London. 

Tuomas WiLt1AM Henry Hatwam, aged 25, who served 


his clerkship to Mr. Robert Leonard, 
Lewis Fry, of Bristol; and Mr. 
1LL1AM Pre-SmirH, jun., aged 22, who served his 


JOHN 


jan of Bristol; Mr. 


Richard Smith, of London. 


clerkship to Messrs. Pye-Smith & Wightman, of Sheffield; and 


Messrs. Torr, Janeway, & Tagart, of 


ondon. 


Josern EpwarpD TURNER, aged 21, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr. Orlando Webb, of London, 

The examiners have also certified that the following candi- 
dates, whose names are placed in alphabetical order, passed ex- 
aminations which entitle them to commendation :— 

Henry Jounson Carp, aged 22, who served his clerkship 
to Messrs, Upton & Yewdall, of Leeds; and Messrs. Few & 


Co., of London. 
WILLIAM CooPER, 
Messrs. Carson, Ellis, & Field, 


aged 23, who served his clerkship to 


of Liverpool. 


GEoRGE SANGSTER GREEN, aged 21, who served his clerkship 


to Mr. Mark Jameson, of 


London 


Joun Cuares Harpy, aged 23, who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Cree & Law, of London, 

Joun Epwarp Gray Hix, aged 23, who served his clerk- 
ship to Messrs. Gregory, Skirrow, & Roweliffes, of London ;and 


Messrs. Phillips, of Plymouth. 


Witi1am RaMWELL, aged 22, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. Alphonso Rowland Varley, of Bolton-le-Moors; and Messrs. 
Mackeson & Goldring, of London. 


James HamMILTON 


OWNEND, 
ship to Mr, Charles Scwbridge, of 


22, who served his clerk- 
don, 


Council have accordingly awarded them certificates of 


The examiners have further announced to the following 
candidates, whose names are placed in alphabetical order, that 
their answers to the questions at the examination were hight 


merit, 


satisfac 


tory, and would have entitled them to prizes or - 


cates of merit if they had been under the age of 26:— 
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Joun Ropinson Apams, aged 31, who served his clerkship 
to Mr. James Matthews, of London. 

* George Arruur Rooks, aged 28, who served his clerkship 
to Mr. Thomas Lee, of London. 

Cuares SmePrarD, aged 29, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Hockley & Baker, ot Guildford; and Messrs. Hockley 
& Russell, of Guildford, 

Horace Wittram Smita, M.A., aged 81, who served his 
clerkship to Mr. James Crowdy, of London. 

Freperick Srroup, aged 27, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. Charles John Chesshyre, of Cheltenham; and Messrs, Ald- 
ridge & Bromley, of London. 

The number of candidates examined in this Term was 147; 
of these, 131 were passed, and 16 postponed. 


Intermediate Examination. 

The examiners reported that the following gentlemen, whose 
names are arranged in alphabetical order, have passed the Inter- 
mediate Examination with distinction :-— 

Grorer Henry Buon, aged 19, articled to Mr. William 
Freer, of Leicester. 

Atrrep Brounspon, aged 20, articled to Messrs. Bodenham, 
James, & Bodenham, of Hereford. 

Epmunp Joun Tuomas Jupce Mourityan, aged 21, 
articled to Messrs. Boys & Tweedie, of London. 

Freperick Nauper, aged 18, articled to Mr. Frank Isaac 
Nalder, of Shepton Mallett. 

The number of candidates examined in this Term was 74; of 
these, 72 were passed, and 2 postponed. 








QUEEN’s SERJEANTS, QUEEN'S COUNSEL, AND SERJEANTS- 
at- Law.—Queen’s serjeants are sworn to “serve and counsel 
the Queen and duly to minister the Queen’s affairs, and sue the 
Queen’s process after the course of the law and after their cun- 
ning, and they are to take no fee of anyone against the Queen.” 

ucen’s counsel, as distinguished from Queen’s serjeants, are 
appointed by letters patent under the Great Seal, giving them 

ence “in our courts or elsewhere.” The oath adminis- 
tered to Queen’s counsel is precisely the same as the oath ad- 
ministered to Queen’s serjeants. Next after Queen’s counsel 
come serjeants-at-law, who, on taking their degree, swear that 
they shall “serve the Queen’s people and truly counsel them 
that retain them after their cunning.” Sometimes a serjeant- 
at-law applies for a “ Patent of precedence,” which gives him 
precedence next after the last of the Queen’s counsel previously 
appointed. No oath is administered on the grant of a patent 
rs precedence, as it implies no special service or duty to the 

rown. 


Historroat Jurists.—The polemic against the historical 
school gradually ceased as its profound scientific theory was 
disseminated more and more widely by the works of Savigny 
and Eichhorn, by Biener in criminal law, Bethmann-Hollweg 
in the law of judicial procedure, and by many others, till it has 
become the common property of all. Englishmen have always 
had a holy awe for precedents, and have studied their own past 
in a reverend and yet independent spirit, which makes it diffi- 
cult to say whether they more highly esteem the past becanse 
it is the parent of the present, or the present because it is the 
offspring of the past. ‘Their theory of law (if they can be said 
to have had one) was ever that expressed by Sir James 
Mackintosh. ‘“ There is but one way of forming a civil code, 
either consistent with common sense, or that has ever been 
practised in any country—namely, that of gradually building 
up the law in proportion as the facts arise which it is to regu- 
late.” It is difficult for them, therefore, to realize the diffi- 
culty and importance of the task which the historical jurists 
accomplished. But for Jeremy Bentham it would have been 
more difficult still. The long cessation of all improvement 
had opened so wide a gulf between the law and the wants and 
sentiments of the nation, that Bentham and his school saw no 
better way of filling it up than by overthrowing the whole 
fabric of the ancient jurisprudence, and rearing a new system 
out of human brains. Happily this was not necessary. nt- 
ham’s writings gave a mighty impulse to legislation, which had 
80 long been idle or mischievous; but they did not lead us 
either to revolution or to wholesale codification. He had indeed 
fallen into the same idolatry of his own genius, and the same 
oblivion of the claims of the past, of which the continental 
theorists were ty. But his mistake was counteracted in 

measure by his laying down as the eo 
0 


or at all events a more practical o the 
This principle, abstractly Scoeeiioe but actually 





less liable to perversion than the transcendental or 4 prior: 
systems of the last centary, far more than his elaborate codes, 
has mainly influenced the | of the last thirty years in 
Great Britain —Law May, 1863. 


Ata coroner's court held « short-time since before Mr. H. 
Raffles, Walthew, the deputy coroner for Middlesex, a singular 
plea of exemption from serving on the jury was made by a Mr. 
Willis, a tradesman, who was summoned as 9 juryman. Mr. 
Willis said that he should decline to be sworn, as he did not be- 
lieve in a state of punishment or reward hereafter. He handed in 
the following letter, which he caused to be read to the Court:— 
“To the Coroner.—Sir,—I do not believe in a future state 
reward or punishment. The law says that I am, on that 


account, incommpetent to make oath. Premensg «Ade to de- 
cline being sworn as a juryman.—(Signed) Willis, 
70, St. George-street, E.” The coroner said he would 

without regret with the attendance of suchaman. If he really 
held such opinions he was very unfortunate, but to come into 
that court, and, merely to obtain exemption from sitting on the 
jury, to make such an unblushing and deliberate avowal of 
them, was not be but improper. Mr. Willis,—I 
think your remarks are quite uncalled for. The law renders 
any one holding those sentiments which I have stated incom- 
petent to take an oath; therefore you cannot swear me, and 
there is nothing more to be said, ‘as the law stands. The coro- 
ner said that he could not permit so ostentatious and needless a 
parade of such sentiments to be made for such a purpose to 
pass without rebuke. Mr. Willishaving attempted several times 
to argue in defence of his peculiar views, was ultimately told 
to leave the court, which he did, and the case to be inquired 
into was proceeded with. 


The charity commissioners, who have been accustcmed to 
refer annually above 200 applications to the Court of Chancery 
and other courts, last year sent only nineteen. But on the 
other hand the commissioners themselves were able to make no 
less than 280 orders under the Act of 1860, for the t- 
ment or removal of trustees, or the establishment of 
for the government of charities. These orders, which save the 
necessity of applying to the courts, are made at little or no 
cost; and this simple and inexpensive jurisdiction may be ex- 
pected to produce progressively a great improvement in the ad- 
ministration of endowed charities, notwithstanding that the 
Legislature has, as yet at least, limited some of the most im- 
portant. of the powers vested in the commissioners to’cazes 
where the trustees or certain prescribed parties make the ap- 
plication. The commissioners, in their report of the year’s pro- 
ceedings, remark, that having only to administer the existing 
law, “they forbear to enter upon the question whether the 
limitation imposed equally on the judicial courts end on them- 
selves in the selection of the objects to which charitable 
may be appropriated by new schemes, may be 
laxed.” At the close of last year the stock stan 
names of the official trnstees amounted to the 
£1,379,227, which is apportioned among 2,647 ch 
each of which a separate account is kept. 19,010 
were made in 1862 of the annual income and expendi 
charities, and considerable progress has been made 
compilation of the general digest of endowed charities. 


A Parliamentary return, ordered at the instance of Mr. 
buck, shows that 415 applications for licences for a 
name have been made since the year 1850, and 
licences have been granted. The amount of fees pa 
on a change of name only, £10 2s. 6d.; on &® 
and arms, £13 12a, 6d.; for every additional name 
a licence, £1 78. 6d.; in addition a stamp ape of 


settlement, and a stamp duty 

upon any tary i 

been paid into the exchequer through 
master-General. 

An old sage was one to 
entering w) prac' father’s profession. “ 
son,” said 94 counsellor, “ if you have a case where the 
is clearly on your _— but etn —_ be 
urge upon the jury the vast importance 
Tf, on the other hand, you are in doubt about the 
client’s case is founded in justice, insist on the 
doing justice, ‘ h the heavens should fall’” “ a 
the son, “ how I manage & case where both 

dead against me?” “ In that case, my 86n,” 
the lawyer, “ talk round it.” 


Faget H 


5 
ik 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


MEETINGS. 
DonprEe AND ArgBRoaTa RaILway. 


At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 3rd 
inst., a dividend at the rate of 7} per cent. per annum was de- 


clared for the past half-year, 





PROJECTED COMPANIES. 
Tue Lonpon anp Hampure Excuance Banx (Limited). 


Capital £1,000,000, ir 10,000 shares of £100 each. 
Solicitors—Messrs, Deane, Chubb, & Saunders, 14, South- 


square, Gray's-inn. 


This company is projected for the purpose of affording addi- 
tional facilities to the present banking accommodation between 


London and Hamburg. 








COURT PAPERS, 


Hudicial Committee of the Priby Council. 


The Judicial Committee will commence sitting for the des- 
patch of business on Saturday, the 13th of June, 1863, at 


11 a.m. 





Exchequer ot Pleas. 


Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Honourable Sir Freperick Potxocs, Knight, Lord 
Chief Baron of Her Majesty’s Court of Exchequer, after 


Trinity Term, 1863. 


MIDDLESEX. 
Special Juries and Common Juries. 





Saturday ......s00.+ ven 13 | Friday .........0s0...0..dune 19 
Monday (Customs) .. » 15 | Saturday ..... cesesccsss =p 20 
TOOARY. sccorccossecces jy 16] MORAY cecsservssossee 9 22 
Wednesday ..... sccnees grid | AMONGRT. | prncrnccvecssce’ gy BS 
Thursday .......0000000 9 18] Wednesday o......0008 yy 24 
Lonpon. 
Special Juries and Common Juries. 
Thursday ...,e.cerreer.JUne 25 | Friday...isseseeeeduly 3 
Friday ..ccccrccscccscroe gy 26 | Saturday....c0..0000 Wee gy! 
Saturday ......seccceee yy 27 | Monday ..... pibsocesailgn! ia & 
Monday . wonene)! 6g MP4 DOMNGAT ie cckséccictocpé? gio 7 
EE: 30 | Wednesday .o.....0065 5) 8 
Wednesday ...... esse duly BL: DRM RY | ceusssivceses:! ig 9 
RIS erscovi cities dee) «i545 POAC eiscaveiscstesion: q AO 





The Court will sit at ten o’clock each day. 


sary. 


A second Court will sit for the trial of causes when neces- 





Court of Chancery. 
Sittines arrerR Trinity TERM, 1863, 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
Lincoln's Inn. 





Thursday ..25 omega 
Friday. sss Appeals a 
apps. in 

Saturdey ..27 { Okey. de a 

Monday . 

Tacodey .2..30} Appeals. 

Wednsd. July 1 { Apps. in bkcy. & 
The Third Seal.— 


Thursday .. 
App. mtns. & a 
Friday Beh, eg - 
Ptns. apps. 
Satarday .. «| tee. & apps. 


Monday .... 6 
Tuesday .... 7 | Appeals. 


Wednesday 9 {Apps in bkey. & 
Pourth Seal.— 
Thursiasy .. 9 | App. mtns. & apps. 





Friday ....10.. Appeals. 
Satarday oll | iSoy. is ope & = in 





Monday ....13 

Tuesday .. ia Appeals. 

Wednesday “Tf APe in bhey. & 
The Fifth Seal.— 

Thursday ..16 App. mtns, & apps. 

Friday......17.. Appeals. 


Ptns. & apps. in 
Saturday »-18 { oxey } A 
Monday moo? 


Tuesday. .... } age 
ns a in 
Wednesday ; bkey. amps. 
xth Seal.— 
Thursday ..23 App. mtns. & apps, 
Norice.—The days (if any) on which 
the Lord Chancellor shall be en- 
gaged in the House of Lords are 
excep! 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Chancery-lane, 
The First Seal.— 
Friday, June 19 Mens, & gen. papr, 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..20 adj sums. and 
g paper. 
Monday ....22 
a sen akong = General paper. 
ba die The Second Seal. 
Thursday 25 {hes pte 
Friday ......26,.General paper. 









| nee 


Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..27{adj. sums., and 
neral , 


ate 
ay... sep General e 
Wednsd. July 1 7. 


Thursday .. 2 Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday .... 3..General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday .. 4{ adj. sums., 
neral r. 
Monday .... 6 - “ 


Tuesday .... i} General paper. 


Wednesday 
The Fourth Seal.— 
Thursday .. 9 Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday......10..General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..11 ? adj. pre and 
ne r. 
Monday ....13 4% sei 


Tuesday .... is} General paper. 


Wednesday 15 
The Fifth Seal.— 
Thursday ..16 Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday......17..General paper. 
Ptns., sht. caus., 


Saturday ..18{adj. sums., and 
general paper. 
a Mt 20 Remaining petns. 
Wednesday . - soy rete Ht 
oq § The Sixth Seal. 
Thureday ...23 Lnoaee 


*,* At the sittings after Trinity 
Term, the Master of the Rolls will 
hear further considerations in pri- 
ority to original causes, until 
those set down before the 19th of 
June have been disposed of, after 
which the Master of the Rolls 
will hear further considerations on 
every ay during the sitting 
of the Cou 

N.B. —Uinopposed petitions must be 

resented and copies left with the 
retary, on or before the Thurs- 
day preceding the Saturday on 
which it is intended they should 
be heard; and any causes in- 
tended to be heard as short causes 
must be so marked at least ong 
clear day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard. 


LORDS JUSTICES, 
Lincoln's Inn. 


The First Seal.— 
Friday, June 19 { App. mtns. & apps. 
Saturday . hl 


Monday . 
Tuesday .. oo 
meena? er 


Thursday . 


Appeals. 


The Second Seal.— 
App mtns. & apps. 
Petitns. in lunacy, 
Friday... asf {en petns., and 


apps. 

Saturday .. 2 

Monday .... 

Tuesday ... Appeals. 

eee iuiy The Third Seal.— 
e 

Thursday «+ 2) 455. mtns. & apps. 

Petns, in lanacy, 

app. petns, and 

apps. 


Appeals. 


Friday .... 


Saturday . 
Monday ..+ a 
Tuesday .... } 
Wednesday. . 
Thursday .. ; aan mtns. & apps. 
Petitns, in lunacy, 
app. petns., 
apps. 


Friday ....10 


Saturday ..11 
Tuesday .. Appeals. 
ate 7 tb The Fifth Seal. 
e med 
Thursday ..16 App. mtns. & apps, 





| Friday ...-17 


Petns. in lunacy, 


petns, and 


3 
| 


app. 
apps. 
a on i 


Wednestay 22 
The Sixth Seal.— 


| Thursday ..23 pre mtns. & apps. 

Norice.—The days (if any) on which 

| the Lords Justices shal! en- 

in the Fall Court, or at the 

{ udicial Committee of the Pri 
| Council, are excepted. 


vy 





Y. C. Sin R, T. KINDERSLEY. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
The First Seal.— 
Friday, June 19 { Mtns., adj. sums , 
& gen. pa. 
Petns., sht. causes, 
adj. sums., and 
general paper. 


“BI General paper. 


( The Second Seal.— 
Mtns,, adj. sums,, 


Saturday ..20 


Monday .. 
Tuesday .. 
Wednesday .2 


Thursday ..25 


Friday ... +026 


Saturday ..27 


Monday ....29 
Tuesday ....30 
Wednsd. July 1 


Thursday .. 2 


sums., & gen. pap. 
General paper 


(The Third Seal.— 

Mtns., adj. sums., 
{ & gen. pa. 

Petns., adj. sums., 
& generai paper. 
Sht. causes, adj, 
sums., & gen. pa. 





Friday...... 3 


Saturday .. 4 


Monday .... 6) 
Tuesday .... 7 
Wednesday 8 


Thursday .. 9 


General paper. 


({ The Fourth Seal.— 
Mtns., adj, sums., 
| & gen. pa. 
10 Petns., adj. sums., 
& general paper. 
l Sht. causes, adj. 
sums., & gen. pa. 


| General paper. 


The Fifth Seal.— 
16 2 Mtns., adj. sums., 
. Pi 
‘ etns. . sums. 
Friday ....17 & general paper. < 


Sht. causes, adj. 
Saturday ..18 eM & gen. pa. 
Monday ....20 


Thursday ..21 5 General paper. 
Wednesday .22 
Thursday ..23 po hana Seal.— 


N.B.—At the sittings after Trinity 
Term, the Vice-Chancellor will 
hear further considerations in 
priority to original causes. Any 
causes intended to be heard 
as short causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 


V. C. Sir — Sela ail 
Lincoln’ 

The 'F First Seal.— 

Mtns., causes, &c. 

Petns, sht. causes, 

causes, &c. 


Causes, &c. 


Friday ..-. 








Saturday . 


ol 
Monday ....13 
Tuesday ..14 
Wednesday. . 


Thursday .. 


Friday, June 19 { 


Saturday ..20 { 


Monday ....22) 
Tuesday ....23 


Wednesday. .24 ) ad ace 

Thureday ..25 Mtns., causes, ke. 
Friday ....26..Petns., causes, &c. 
. Sht.caus, caus,t&c, 


Causes, &c. 


Wednsd. July 1 ‘nd ented ied 

e _ 
Thursday «+ 2) stns,, causes, &c. 
Friday .... 3.,,Petns., causes, & 
Saturday .. 4. Sht. caus,cans, fic. 





The Fourth Seal.— 
Thursday .. ° {ats ees, 
Friday......10,,Petns., causes, &c. 
Saturday ..1l.. t. caus, caus,&c, 





Thursday ..16 pe chore 
Friday.. ..017s-Petns., causes, &c. 
.. 18, ,Sht.caus, caus, &c, 


Monday +20 

Tuesday one Petns,, causes, &c. 

Wednesday .22 

Thursday ..23 { The Sixth Seal.— 

Friday ....24,.General Peto, Day 

N.B.—At the sittings after orl 
the Vice-Chancellor 
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as short causes must be so| Monday .... 6 By Menara. amee, Meceian, hs Tam, 
marked at least one clear day | Tuesday.... 7} General Paper. Freehold Gwelting_ houses and baupeie prema, os. 29, 30, and 31, St. 
before the same can be put in the | Wednesday . Mary-at-Hill, with toneusente in the seuv, Bas: ¥ to 6, Seeboeiee Markers: 

r to be so heard. Thursday .. 9 The Fourth Seal.— court; the whole ‘et for £237 10s. per annum.—Sold for £6,700, 
No cause, motion for decree, or Mtns, & gen. pa. Freehold d houses and No. 28, St. een 
er il, ex- | Friday......10..General paper. and 14, Cross-lane; let for £140 per annum.—Sold for £5,750. 
cept order of the Court, be Saturda 1 { Petns., sht. caus., | Freehold ‘house and business premises, 10, Cross-lane; let for £40.—Sold 
marked to stand over, if it shall lites & general paper. 540. 
be within 12 of the last cause or | Monday ....13). Freehold house and business premises, 11, Cross-lane; let for £42.—Sold 
matter in the printed paper of the | Tuesday gone General paper. for £1,590. 
day for hearing. Wednesday 1 Freehold house as business premises, No. 8, Idol-lane, Tower street; let 
V. C. Sum W. P. WOOD. Thursday ..16 ¢ {The ee) a ae 
’s In Mtns, & gen. pa. By Messrs. WivsTaNiey. 
Lincoln’s Inn. Friday ....17..General paper. Freehold, The King of ssia public-house, Cartwright-street, Royal 

Friday, June 19 The First Seal.— Saturday ..18 HE agne » Sht. causes, Mint-st, Minories, let at £30 per array ss gong No. 36 

4 tns. & gen. pa. a & general paper. Cartwright-street, with five messuages in Waltons-court, in the rear, 
turd Petns., sht. causes, | Monday ....20 Remain’ t let for £72 16s. per annum. ee eg Se me 

Saturday ...20 ) & general paper. | Tuesday ....21 aan -_; i 

ST ceri pe. | re tes ao | te Samco eae a 

ul Y coe mera] paper. ue ham, Kent, @. Ir, _ 

Wednesday. .24 | Thursday ..23 { Hotions £1,500, cre » 

Thursday ..25 The Second Seal.— By Messrs. Daxiet erin Son, & Oaxusy. 

Mtns. & gen. pa. | N.B.—At these sittings the Vice- | Freehold, the Frize Farm, in the parish of Kidlington, near Oxford, con- 
Friday......26..General paper. | Chancellor will hear such fur- taining 116a. Ir. 2p. arable and pasture lands, with farm prouitends tho. — 
Saturday ..27 Petns.,sht. causes,, ther considerations as are in the Sold for £4,650. 

ba & general paper. | printed list in priority to original | Freehold piece of arable land, the road from Oxford to Wood- 

Monday meee? | causes, and after the sixth seal stock, containing Sa. 2r. 37p.—Sold £180. 

Tuesday . sees General paper. | motions and remaining petitions Freehold, StokeGrange Farm, in the of Stoke Salma ge and Wheat- 
Wednsd. ii} | only will be heard. Any causes field near Tetsworth Oxfordshire, cony farm-house and premises, 
Thursday . The Third Seal— | intended to be heard as short and 220a. Or. 10p. arable ard dairy land. jd for £8,000. 

Mtns. & gen. pa. | causes must be so marked at | Freehold, Midlands Farm, in the parish of Tillingham, Essex, ree 
Friday .... * 5 tins. paper. | least one clear day before the same farm house, premises, &c., and 240a. 3r. 36p. land,—Sold for £6, 
Saturday 4 yes causes,| can be Lye in the paper to be . W. A. OaKLEr. 

™ & general paper. so hea: Freehold residence, Upper ns bey Sheen, Mortlake, Surrey.—Sold for £2,300, 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

BAKER—On June 3, the wife of Charles John Baker, Esq., of 2, Blooms- 
bury-place, Barrister- at-Law, of @ son. 

BILLINGHURST.—On June 5, at 1, Ufton-grove, Southgate-road, the 
wife of J. W. Bilinghuret, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 
HULL—On June 8, at 44, ‘oad North, K ton Park, the 
wife of Henry Charles inal, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a ans 

MARRIAGES. 
ag hl end  t June 3, Be dod St. Mary’s Church, Leicester, John 
tton, Esq., ‘k-lane, Lond and Lee, Kent, to Jane, widow of 
the late Frojevieh J. ‘Hawker, Esq., ondolicitor, of Leicester, and daughter 
of the iate Felix Baker, Esq., of Tunbridge. 

MITCHELL—HANMER—On June 4, at Great Saling, Essex, James 
Mitchell, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of 8, Portugal-street, Grosvenor-square, 
to Caroline Augusta, second daughter of the late Capt. Hanmer, R.N., 
of Holbrook Hall, Suffolk. 

STEWARD—SKINNER—On June 4, at Tixall Church, Staflordshire, 
Walter Holden Steward, Esq., of Tixall-heath, to Florence Marion, 
daughter of Allan Maclean Skinner, Esq., Q.C., Judge of County 
Courts in Staffordshire. ait 


ARCHIBALD— On June 6, at Putney hil, in pes 27th year of her age, 
Sarah Maria, daughter of the late Hon. 8. G. W. Archibald, formerly 
Master of the Rolls of the Province of Nova Scotia. 

GLOYN—On June 8, at 15, Brunswick-place, Barnsbury-road, Islington, 
N. John Gloyn, Solicitor, in his 65th year. 

VAUGHAN—On June 2, at his residence, Penmaen Dovey, John Vaughan, 
Esq., Magistrate for the county of Montgomery and Deputy- Lieutenant 
for Merionethshire. 


HEIRS AT LAW AND NEXT OF KIN. 


(Advertized in the London Gasette). 
Hames, Frances, Royston, Cambridge, Spinster, deceased. Wand v. 
Wortham, M.R. Heir-at-Law. 
Grecory, Gnecory, Harlaxton Manor House, Lincoln, Esq. D’Eyncourt 
v. Gregory, M.R. Next of kin, 


ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
By Mr. Marsu. 
ere reversionary interest in one-fifth of £2,846 15s, 7s. Three oe 
it. consolidated bank ann moe and policy of assurance for £400, in 
the ‘Briton, Medical, and General Life Association.—Sold for £240. 

Absolute reversion to a moiety of £2,000 Three per cent. consolidated 
bank annuities, receivable on the death of a iow lady, now in her 

8th year.—Sold for £580. 

Reversion to the sums of £833 6s. 8d. Consols, and £833 6s. 8d. Reduced 
annuities, invested to secure an annuity of £50 to a gentleman aged 80 
years, and an annuity of £30 to his wife, aged 67 years, on whose re- 
spective decease the —— sums become payable.—Sold for £930. 

Absolute reve! terest in a share of 1.696 10s. 9d, Consols,, 40 
£100 Guaranteed five per cent. Scinde railway shares; 4 £100 New 
North-road shares, and leasehold property at Knightsbridge, produci: 
£194 5. ander annum, expectant on decease of a lady now in her 

ear, wwe — aged respectively 57 and 56, and of their hus- 


Reversion | to easiest 6s, 8d., sterling, porate by the Accountant. General 
out of £26,666 13s, 4d. a receivable ie death of a lady now in 
her 94th year.—Sold for £1,670. 

An annuity of £591 8s. &d., "payab: e during the ‘ife a gentleman now in 
his 40th year, ap et & policy for £2,000 in the North British Insurance 
pars ry hh fe of the grantor, with the bonuses of £400 lis. 10d. 


nevenian sas tate of £8,000 Consols, payable on decease of a male 
oped 8l, 1 provided two lives aged 48 and 43 survive him, alsoayolicy for 
isto shares pa wp, inthe 1 Lynn and Hunstan ee ae 
in the Lynn an ton 
trots A to 2 per share, 














By Messrs. Moors & Tempe. 
Leasehold houses, Nos. 26, 27, & 30, Garnault-place, Clerkenwell, with 
stabling, &c., in Garnault-mews.—Sold for £980. 
Leasehold ground- rents, producing £140 per annum; secured on the 
yonoee in Garnault-place, and stables, &., in Garnault-me ws,—Sold for 


2, 

Leasehold residences, bea or -terrace, Brixton, Surrey.—Sold or ore. 

Leasehold ground-rents, of £77 annum, secured on residences in 
Se ae _ 4° haf nm Yen 2 

Leasehold houses, Nos Queen- street, Hammersmith; also, Nos. 
& 3, Bolingbroke -terrace, Battersea.—Sold for £400. 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


@Mindings-up of Joint Stock Comy anies. 
Fripay, June 5, 1863. 
Luwrtep m CHANCERY. 
North Hafod Silver Lead Mining er (Limited).—Order to wind- 
by the Master of the Rolls, May 23. so 
UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 
Pheenix Life Assurance Company.— hp a bones June 15 
at 12, proceed to make a call on all contributories of this company for 
£8 per share. 





LimrrepD In BANKRUPTCY. 

Anglo-French Agricultural Treting Comnany GLimioth —Soeteent to 
prove their claims on June !7 at 2, before Commissioner Fane. 

Liverpool Equitable Co-operative ( .—Creditors to send 
names and addresses, and the ey their debts, and names ber 
addresses of their solicitors (if any), to E. Roberts, 

Lord-st, or J. Robinson, Lord-st, Liverpool, Official Liquidators. 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap, 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Farar, June 5, 1863. 
Louisa, Bellefield House, Wolstanton, Stafford, Spinster. 
wept oT Sheppard, a 

Boyd, Robt, Plaistow Lodge, Bromley, t, Esq. July 5. Parke & Pol? 
Tock, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

eo Cheltenham, Attorney and Solicitor. July 31. Bubb, Chel- 
tenha: 

Cheffins, pe Jas, Hoddesden, Hertford, Gent. July 11. Longmore & 


Co, Hi 
= Tce idsiiiee Leib Reading. Aug 1. Hobbs & Collins, Read. 


coope Jas, Nottingham, Attorney-at-Law. July 23. Wadsworth & Co., 

Cotten, (eo, Taxi, Nottingham, Yeoman. July 17. Smith, Cariton- 
y rent. 

Fenton, Jas, Lowmoor, Bradford, Civil Engineer. July 31. Kearsey, 
Bucklersb 

Glover, ‘Geo, Balterey, Stafford, Farmer. Aug 20. Broadhurst, Nant- 

Rane, Be Mar, New Montague-st, Spitalfields, Widow, July 10. Jackson, 
t 

Hulme, qa Gent. July 15. > Sones. 

Keay, Fredk, Birm, Gent. Jaly 15. ills, Birm 

Leavers, N -park, Nottingham, Widow. July 23. Wads- 
worth, & Co, Nottingham, 

Oldham, Free Thos, Egmanten, Nottingham, Farmer. July 18. Smith , 

— m, Mary, Egmanton, Notingbam, » Spinster. July 18. Smith, Carl- 

ae gd ng Stackhouse, Wickham, Southampton. July 31. 


mith, Edward, Cante 
Smith, E terbury-villas, Maida-vale, Middix, Esq. June 23, 


Smith & Shephe Golden- sq. 

Spinney, Robt, “ East Smithfield, Rice Merchant. July 10, 
Jackson, St Helen's- 

Wola, a, Saving, Sussex, Clerk. June 23. Smith & Shepherd, 


Golden-sq. 
Wright, Thos, Barton-upon-Humber, Saddler. July 1. Mason, Barton 
upon-Humber, 
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Tuxrspar, June 9, 1863. 
Brown, Thos Leonard, Brier-houses, Stoke Newington-rd, Gent. Aug 11. 
Prentice, Whitechapel- -rd. 
Eagles, Ezra, jun, Bedford, Solicitor. July 1. Whyley & Piper, Bedford. 
Se = QOvergreen, Thornton, Farmer. Sept 1. Gregg, Kirkby 


Cotesworth, Robt, Earlstown, Berwick, Esq, Merchant. Aug 12. Uptons 
& Co, Austinfriars. 
ae = Geo, Topsham, Devon, Vice- Admiral R.N. .July 4. Geare & Co, 
xeter. 
Keay, Fredk, Birm, Gent. July 15. Wills, Birm. 
Noughton, poten Bircham, Norfolk, Saddler. July 23. Waters, Wal- 


Pickworth, Hy, Corporation-row, Clerkenwell, Butcher. July 30. Bryan, 


Barnard’s-ion, 

Prichard, Rev John, Broughton, Glamorgan. July 10. Dalton, Cardiff. 
Ryves, Hugh Mass: ees wn West Eton-sq, Esq. Sept4. Mead & 

Daubeny, King’s Bench. 

Sutherland, Daniel Patrick y York, July 20. & Blyth, York. 
Wannop, Arthur, Cumberland, Yeoman. July 6. Wright, Bank-st. 
Welfitt, Wm Teale, Bedford. July 1. Whyley & meats Bedford. 

Wells, Jas, Denmark-rd, Camberwell, Gent. Aug !. Amory & Co, 

Throgmorton-st. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, June 5, 1863. 
Bannister, Geo, Accrington, Solicitor. July 1. Lee v. Bannister, V. C. 


S 
ie” Witton Gilbert, Durham, Draper. July 7. Barker v, Bur- 


Howell, Jas, Bristol, Gent. June 26. Howell v. Brooks, M.R. 
Reid, Alex, sen, Reading, Barge Owner. July 2. Cox v. Reid, V. C. 


Stuart, 
Weatherstead, John, Baker-st, Portman-sq, Gent. July 2. Victory v. 
Robinson, M.R, 
Trespay, June 9, 1863. 
Bestman, Frances Ann, Catherine-st, St George’s-in-the-East, Widow. 
June 27. Tealing v. Hooper, V. C. Wood. 
Richd, Catherine-st, St George’s-in-the-East, Warehouseman. 
June 27. Perman v. Hooper, V. C. Wood, 
Fry, Wm, Bridgwater, Gent. July 4. Fry v. Smith, M.R. 
Herbert, Richd Beaumont, Owston Lodge, Leicester, Farmer. July 1, 
Sheild v. Taylor, M.R. 
Rose, John, Whitby, Whitesmith. July 1. Rose v. Rose, V. C. Wood. 
Silvester, Emma, West Bromwich, Spinster. July 13. Silvester v. Sil- 
vester, V. C. Stuart. 
Wilcox, Wm, Horton-heath, Dorset. July 1. Wilcox v. Wilcox, M.R. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Faipar, June 5, 1863. 
Greenwood, Jas, Richmond-st, Thornhill-sq, Islington, Builder. May 8. 
Windsor, Old Jewry 
Jennings, Geo, & Jobn Maze, Peas-hill and Market-hill, Cambridge, 
Sole & Co, Alderm: 


Drapers. anbury. 
— ry Joh kon, Kingston-upon- "Hull, Merchant. March 7, 


‘oon registered pursuant to Banktuptey Act, 1861. 
* Faraway, June 5, 1863. 
a Hy = Nichols, North Shields, Innkeeper. May .13. Comp. 


Reg June 
bortiek, Wan pate. Lancaster, Woollen Draper. May 11. 
Buckley, John, Solihull, Warwick, Gamekeeper. May 7. Comp. Reg 
June 4. 
Claxton, = Dalton, North Riding, Yorkshire, Joiner. May16. Conv. 


Reg June 
a ay Fay | Webster, Diss, Norfolk, Attorney's Clerk. June 2. Conv. 
ges ‘ies berry. Marry, North Shields, Hotei Proprietor. May 12. Comp. Reg 


“iat 
Jas, Feta Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. May 29, 
Conv. Reg June 
Dunham, John, Seren, Boot Dealer. May 22. Ass. Reg June 4. 
Gilbert, Joseph, Princetown, Devon, Grocer. May 20. Conv. Reg June 5. 
Gillibrand, Chas, Mane Manch, Boot Maker. May 20. Comp. os 
Green, Geo, Sunderland, Dealer. May 6. Conv. Reg June 2 
Guest, John, Redditch, Worcester, Grocer. May 20. Ass. Reg June 4, 
James, Geo, Haverfordwest, Druggist. May7. Conv. Reg June 4. 
Maliphant, John, Bryumawr, Brecon, Grocer. May 27. Conv. Reg June 5, 
on Hy, Heigham, Norwich, Tea Dealer. May 25. Conv. Reg 


rsLean, “Sami, Stoke Guildford, Surrey, Draper. May 26. Conv. Reg 

—_ Yee eek eaiedine. May 28. Cony. Reg June 

Simpson, . Robt, Blyth, Northumberland, Grocer. May 25. Comp. Reg 
une 4. 

—, ts, Lowther Arcade, Strand, Jeweller. wn 8. Conv. Reg 


une 5. 
Wake, Jas, Forest-gate, Essex, Victualler. May 6. 


Reg June 3. 
Whitehead, Whittaker, Spring- ire or ir Hail, r, Tra- 
velling Draper. May7. Ass. Reg June 
Tugspay, June 9, vad 


Baker, Alfred, Hill- a, Septem, an Officer in H.M.’s Customs, June I. 
Comp. Reg June 


Barratt, Thos, Kirkdate, Lpool, Comm Agent. May 18. Conv. Reg June 8. 
Bryant, Chas Knapton, Leicester, Plumber. May 13. Conv. Reg June 9. 
Collis, Jas, Bewdley, Worcester, Saddler. May 21. Conv. Reg June 9. 


ane _ , Stafford, Book Stationer. May 22, Comp. Reg 
une 9. 
Evans, Ephraim oe » Holland-rd, Brixton, Mining 


Agent. June l. 
Joshua 


Phane 8. 


Conv. Reg June 8. 
, Boxford, 





Suffolk, Draper. May %. Asst, Reg | Pi a 


Srenrens, Jue Richmond-st, Thornhill-sq, Islington, Builder. May 8, 
Hewitt, Wm, Birm, Victualler. June 5. Comp. Reg June 

Hill, Geo, Leek, Leek, Stafford, Silk Agent. May 13. Cony. en eek, 
Johnson, Geo, & Chas Johnson, Sheffield, Screw Manufacturers. 


Reg June 6. 
tae Sohn Middleton Millis, near Banbury, Northampton, June 1. 
Conv. Reg June 8. 
Leaf, Edw. Leeds, Mason. May 13. Conv. Reg June 
o> hy Dake-st, Manchester-sq, Middlx, Linen roe May 11. Comp, 
mne 5. 
Ta eae panaes Works, Derby, Scythe Manufacturer. . May 
t. 
Onde, ola wpadelife, Lancaster, Shopkeeper. May 16. Conv. Reg 
une 6, 
Potto, Geo, Earith, Huntingdon, Anatienem. 16. Conv, Reg June 5, 
Price, Catherine St Helen, Worcester. W: y 25. Ass. Reg June 6, 
gy Tee ee eee Maldon-rd, Kentioh. -town, Cowkeeper. June 5, 
t. une 
Reynolds, John Geo, Wharf-rd, City-rd, Pipe Manufacturer. May 16, 
Arrngmnt. Reg June 9. 
Welch, Geo, Birm, Electro Plater. May 20. Asst. June 5. 
bak 9 Ellis, Portmadoc, Carnarvon, Builder. May 13. Asst. Reg 


une 6, 

Williams, Evan, Liandowror, Carmarthen, Publican. May 30. Comp. 
une 8. 

bag Thos Hy, Garston, near Lpool, Ship Chandler. May 25, Conv, 


June 9. 
Bankruypts. 
Fripay, June 5, 1863. 
To Surrender in London. 

Aris, Thos Benj, White-street, Moorfields, Warehouseman. Pet June 1. 
June 18 at 2. King & Co, Bloomsbury-sq 

Baker, Jas, Ladbroke-rd, Notting-hi!l, Middix, out of business. Pet May 
30 (for pau), June 15 at 2. dridge. 

Barber, Hy Fras Collier, Jamaica Level, Bermondsey, Saltpetre Refiner, 
Pet June 3. June 23. at 12, Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, 

Barnby, Robt, Wilm: sq, Clerkenwell, Jewel Case Maker. Pet June 
2, June 15 atl. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Bartlett, Wm, Wathington, nr png Oxford, Grocer. Pet June 1. 
June 18 at 2. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Beard, Geo, Love-lane, Billingsgate, Coffee-house Keeper. Pet May 30. 
June 18 at2. Beard, Basinghall-st. 

Behrenz, Bernhard, Southampton-st, Camberwell, Ironmonger. Pet May 
27. June 23 at 12. Lepard & Gammon, Cloak-lane, 

Berrett, John, Saxmundham, Suffolk, Butcher. Pet June 2. June 15 at 
2. Peverly, 19 Coleman-st. 

age Barnes, St Matthew, Ipswich, Saddler. Pet June 2. June 18 at 

Shirreff & Son, Philpot-lane, for Pollard, Ipswich. 

Bond, Hy, & Creasey Whellans, Finsbury-market, Middlx, Boot Makers. 
Pet May 19. June !5at2. Sole & Co, Aldermanbuty. 

Brownson, Thos Richd, Bowman’s-pl East, Seven Sisters’-rd, Holloway , 
Coal Dealer. Pet June I, June 15 at |. Moss, Gracechurch-st, 
Cripps, Geo Fuller, Westerham, Kent, Hotel Keeper. Pet May 26. June 
atl. Fisher, Basinghall-st. 

Day, Wm Chas, 2 Portman-pl, Globe-rd, Mile-end, General Dealer. Pet 
June 3. June l6at2. Waring, Poultry. 

Pet June 3. 


Eaton, Fredk, Lansdowne-pl, h-rd, Butch 
Field, Hugh, Chapel-st, Somers-town, Middix, Dealer in Earthenware. 





June 16 at 2. Heathfield, Miso "s- -inn-fields. 
Pet May II. June 23 at 11. Bramwell, Southam -bldgs. 

Fletcher, Joseph Thos, Woking, Surrey, Surgeon. June l, June 16 
atl. ‘00d, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Hammond, Thos Wm, Southampton, Butcher. Pet June2. June 23 at 
il. Paterson & Son, Bouverie-st, agents for Mackey, Southampton. 

Harris, oe woe Agent. Pet May 30 (for pau). June 16 
at 

Bile, Robt, Sellinge, nr Hythe, Kent, Grocer. Pet Junel. June 16 at 
2. Marshall & Son, Hatton-garden. 

Marshal), Hy , Charlotte-st, Fitzroy-sq, Newspaper Proprietor. Pet June 
2. June ié at 2. Strutt, Adelphi-ter. 

Milo, Ann, Kingsland-rd, Tallow Chandler, Pet June 2, June 18 
at ll. rd, Basinghall-street. 

Purkiss, Wm Thos, Roxburgh-grove, Haverstock-hill, Middlx, Builder. 
Pet June 2. June 23 at 11. Soper & Co, Coleman: 

Samuels, Lewis, Newman-st, Oxford-st, no business. Pet May 30. June 
16at1. Pook, Basinghall-st. 

Smith, Geo, Roman-rd, North Bow, Builder. Pet June 2 (for pau). 
June 23 at il. Aldridge. 

Thorpe, Fras, Bryanstone-st, Portman-sq, Middlx, Messenger in a Govern- 


ment Office, Janel. June i16at1. Hare, Old es, 
Wesson, Daniel, Stanhope-st, Hampstead-rd, Middix, Maker, 
4 . Allen, Chancery-lane. 
Witham, Wm, & Hy Witham, George-st, Camberwell, Horticultural 
Engineers, Pet May 29. June l5atl. Ody, Trinity-st, Southwark. 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Ainsworth, Wm, Preston, Furniture Broker. Adj May 13, Preston, 
June 27 at 10.30. Cunliffe bab Preston. 
Bailey, Robt, Stockport, Butcher. Pet May 29. Stockport, June 26 at 


Fenton, Stok Stoke -Trent, Cordwainer. Pet May 27. Stoke- 
upon-Trent, June 13 at tit. Litchfield, Newcastle. 
Berry, John, Crofton, nr Waketeld, Fa Farmer. Pet May 30. Wakefield, 
June 20 at IL. Burrell, Welsteld 
Comes Jas, Wym Norfolk, Reliev: Officer. Pet June |, 
gene” wn 25 ry 12. Bailey, Norw 
cure) Joseph, C ishmonger. Pet June 1, Chesterfield, June 


30 at 11. atts, Chest rfield, 
gy Pet June 1. Leeds, June 
22 at il. aes 
Cole, Osmond, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Draper. Pet June 2. Newport, June 
17 at 3. Joyce, Ni 


| Drew, Thos » Accountant. PetJunel. Birm, 26 at 


yee, on, Cicheeel, 8 x Weymouth, Builder. Pet May 24. Exeter, 
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Parkin, Wm Christopher, Ivybridge, . Retired Captain of Marines. 
Pet June 1. Se an te sett art Hirtzel, Exeter. 

Finisher. Pet June 2, Lpool, June 16 at 

Marl- 


me Monkton, Wilts, Baker. Pet June 1. 
borough, June 23 at 10. Rawlings, Melksham. 
ertford, Plumber. Pet June 2. Hertford, June 16 


Garrood, John Chas, Hi 


Grantham, John Carre, . nr Retford, Nottingham. Adj Feb 10. 
East Rettord, June 17 at Smith & Atkinson, Doncaster 


Grimwood, John, W > Maltster. Pet June 1. Stow- 
market, June 20 at 10. Waipole, Be: 

Harding, Saml, Oldham, A nyy Pet May 30, Oidham, June 18 
at 12. Ponsonby, idham. 

ao Lpool, Glass Dealer. Pet June 4. Lpool, June 24 at it. 

Hesmondhalgh, by Blackburn, out of business, PetJune 1. Black- 
burn, June 22 at 1 - Backhouse, Blackburn. 

Bele _! ee Blacksmith, Pet May 29. Exeter, June 15 at 

‘oby, Ex: 

ackson, Ann, Soar “Darwen, out of business. Pet June 3. Blackburn, 


June 22 at 1. Clough, Blackburn. 

Jameson, Margaret, Warriugton re‘ St. Helens, Lancaster, Innkeeper. 
Pet June 3, St Helens, June 19 Beasley, St Helens. 

Jones, Jeremiah, Coventry, Tunmaees: Pet 28. Coventry, June 


17 at 3, Smallbone, Coventry. 
Kaufman, Levy, Kingston-upon-Hull, Travelling Jeweller. 
-cpon-Hull, June 15at 11. Spurr & Richardson, 
rry, Robt, Newmarket, Shoeing Smith. Pet May 26. 
23 at Il. Whitehead & French, Camb: 
Kinnersley, Thos, Hereford, Butcher. Pet June 2, Birm, June 22 at 12. 
Suckling, Birm. 
Leonard, John, Hanley, Stafford, Joiner. Pet June 4. Hanley, June 20 
at 12. Lichfield, Newcastle-under-Lyme. 
Locker, Saml, Longton, Stafford VLabsarer. Pet May 30. Stoke-upon- 
Trent, June 20 at }1. Tennant, Hanley. 
Lucas, Chas, Leckhampton, G tonemason. Pet May25. Chel- 


Pet June 1, 


Newmarket, 


tenham, June 16 at ll. Williams, Cheltenham. = 
Mitchell, John, Lincoln, A, tural Labourer. Pet June 2 (for pau). 
Lincoln, June 17 at 11. Chambers, Lincoln. 


Nuttall, Alfred, Sheffield, Shoemaker. Sheffield, June 19 at 
Mason, Sheffield. 


2. 
Odom, Jas, Wellington, Salop, Tailor. Pet June 1. Birm, June 22 at 12. 


M » Wellington. 
onnorn oe, Ino Ipswich, Whitesmith. Pet June 2. Ipswich, June 17 at 11. 
Orford, Cutler- 
sie Sarah, Galcater, Innkeeper. Pet June 3, Gloucester,June 20 at 
Smallridge, Gloucester. 
Pane. John, Birm, Provision Dealer. Pet May 25, Birm, June 22 at 12. 
Green, Birm. 
Pullin, Jas, Swansea, Gingeer Beer Maker. Pet June 4. Swansea, June 
16 at 12. Swansea. 
ag Joseph, High Lorton, Brigham, Cumberland, Farmer. Pet 
Newcastle-upon- a tyne ‘June 15 at 12. Hayton, Cockermouth, 


Pet June 4. 


Ma: 
pag he Ry eee Be 
Thos, 2 ull, wg Pet May 27. Kingston- 
nae e< ys tree at 2. ttingell »H 
. ones. Pet June 2. St Asaph, 
“a aa Ik. * Louis, Ru’ 


foe Carlisle, iene. Pet May 21. Carlisle, June 18 at 10. 
Ost 
— Wm, . Groten Suffolk, Painter. Pet May 30. Hadleigh, June 15 at 


2. , Sudbui 

scene in, Bridlington, Y ork, Coach Builder. Pet May 25. Bridling- 
ton, June 20 ‘at 10. icharason, Bridl 

Taylor, Fredk, Newark, Nottingham, Butcher. Pet June 1. Newark, 

une 20 at 10. Ashley, Newark. 

Taylor, Richd, Birm, Builder. Pet June 2. Birm, July 6 at 10. Parry, 
Birm. 

Thomas, Griffith, Wainwen, nr Swansea, Sawyer. Swansea, 

a 16 at 12. Morris, Swansea. 

Auctioneer. Adj May 14. Hudders- 


on, Joses Richd, Huddersfield, 

feld, "Fine 18 at 10. Haigh, Huddersfield. 
Wall, Fredk, Worcester, Innkeeper. Pet June 4. Birm, June 26 at 12. 

Garland & Beck, Worcester, and Wright, Birm. 

= 2, Thos, Sheerness, Grocer. Pet June 2. Sheerness, June 

at 

on wah alsail, Roller Maker. Pet. Walsall, June 17 at 12. 
be 9 apy bones paltord, Beer Retailer. Pet June 2. Salford, June 20 at 


Bennet, 
wil, Thos, Hereford, Coach Wheel Maker. Pet June 2. Hereford, 
26 at 10. Garrold, Hereford, 
Wyte, John, Novas Scotia, within Blackburn, File epee Pet 
‘une 3. Blackburn, June 22 at 1. Clough, Blackburn 
ToEspay, June 9, 1863. 
To surrender in London. 
Ba: = Egy Hutchinson, M -pl, Middx, of no occupation. Pet 
June 25 at 12. Blake, te-st. 
be iy, Fan Tottenham, Town Traveller. Pet June 6, June 23 
& Wolferstan, 


Pet June 4. 


Gresham-st. 
Bis, 0, Highs, Strat , bneineer. Pet June 4. June 23 at ll. | 


(and not Creasey Whellans, as pre- 


Southampton, Widow. Pet June 4. June 23 at 12. 

Stocken, Cornhill, agent for Lomer, 

—_ rd-st, Middx, Truss Maker. Pet June 5 (for pan). 

‘arrington, J ino, Winchester-st, Bethnal-green, Middx, Oilman, Pet 
June 2. iene 26 at lt. King, Fenchurch-st. 


Colwell, Hy, jan. 
ir Sada 


Festing, Maurice, St George’s-piace, Victoria Dock-road, Middx, Grocer. 
Pet June 5. June 23 at 12. Lewis & Lewis, Ely- page 
Fisher, > Seog betsy herr » Dealer and 
Pet June bow Jones, oben 


igh- “st, ‘iaryiabooe! re, Copeeer. Pet June 
aete hincoln'y inn 


onetaer e 











Jones, Rchd Wm Hi » iterie we, -hill-gate, Comm Agent. 
Pot June 5 for pau Jane 182 


Law, A Patrick, Town, out of employ. 
3. June 25 at il. Dolman, 


Pet June 
Oldham. Hy, jun, Ham: nm Camden-town, Ironmonger. Pet June 4. 


PE agg) of 2. Wal 
Selby, Prideaux, Greenwich, Master Ms a Pet June6. Jane 23 at 
12, Catchpole, Gt Tower-st. 
Stafford, Watson, ey-ter, West Hoxton, Letter Carrier. Pet June 4, 
June 22 at il. Hill, Basinghall l-st, 
Taylor, Hy Wm, Eaton- -ter, St John’s Wood, Clerk to an Upholsterer. 
Pet June}. June 23 at 11. , Old Jewry. 
Trill, Alfred, Sidney-rd, Homerton, Middix, Comm Traveller. Pet Juae 
4. June 23 at 1. Moss, Martin’s-lane. 
Van ong Jos, & Jacob Van Raalte, St John’s-rd, Hoxton, Commission 
Wright, Th wm Prensa, ‘Thoherten at "ington of profession. 
t, Thos e! -st, no trade or 
Pet June 6. June 22 at12. Lewis, Gt Marlborough-st, Regent-at. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
jas, Banbury, Oxford, Assistant to an Pet June 
ek June 22 at 12. Bin. ie 
ayiani, Josiah Albert, hg Rs, ea Manufacturer. Pet 
June 5. Birm, June 36 at 12. right, 


Bridgend, Cardiff. 
a, ~~ 2 Bolton, Beerseller. Pet June 4. Bolton, June 22 at 10. 


. Bolton. 

Bell, ha Bikley, Nottingham, Bricklayer. Pet June 6. East Retford, 
June 27 at 10. Marshall, East 

Boldock, paneams Linculn, Tailor. Pet June 3. Kingston-upon-Hull, June 
24 at 12, Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Broom, Hy, —— Devon, Butcher. Pet June 3. Honiton, June 
18 at 10. Floud, Exeter. 

Butler, John, Fratton, Portsea, Clerk of Works in the War Department. 
Pe June 3. Portsmouth, June 24 at ll. Stening, Portsea. 


low, Benj, Lpool, Artist. Pet June 5. Lpool, June 19at2. Henry, 


Corbett, Jas Fletcher, Manch, out of employment. Pet June 5. Salford, 
June 20 at 9.30. Atherton » Manch. 

Darby, Sarah, ba aa Stafford, Widow. Pet May 26. Dudley, June 18 
at li. Corles, Worcester. 

Elliott, Wm, Newbury, Berks, out of business. Pet June 3, Hunger- 
ford, June 20 at li. "Cave, Newbury. 

Evans, Richd, gm Glamorgan, Farmer. Pet June 5. Cardiff, 
Jane 23 at it, Ste s, Cardiff. 

Evans, Sam! Norton. avechionpinen, Brassfounder’s Clerk. Pet May 29. 
Birm, June 19 at ia. Langman, Wolve: 

Frankland, Wm, Stokesley, oct, Grocer. Pet June 4. Stokesley, June 
22 at 12. Palmer, Stok: 

Fuller, Jas, Gravesend, Baker. ” Pet June 4. Gravesend, June 19 at 12. 
Sharland, Gravesend. 

Gerard, Chas, Burslem, Boot Maker. Pet June8. Hanley, June 20 at 12. 
Lees, Burslem. 

Rall, John Matthew, Kingston-upon-Hull, Me igs Pet June 3. 
Kingston-upon-Hull, June 24 at 12, Pettingell, Hi 

Hamley, Richd Rundle, Lapford, Devon, Manure pe Pet May 19. 
Crediton, June 27 at 11. Floud, — 

Hamlin, Louisa, & Mary Ann Bristol, Stationers. Pet June 3. 
Bristol, June 26 at 12. Clifton & Brooking. 

Harrison, Brovk, Batley, York, Fruit Dealer. Pet May 12 (for pau). 
Dewsbury, June i9at ll. Haigh, Huddersfield. 

Hayden, Martha, Luton, Bedford, Widow. Pet Jane 3. Luton, June i 
at ll, Shepherd, Luton. 

Nathaniel, Durham, Butcher. Pet June 5, Durham, June 2u 

at i2. Brignal, Durham. 

Hinchliffe, Edward, Scholes-moor-bettom, nr Holmfirth, York, Cloth 
Weaver. Pet June 4. Leeds, June 25at 11. Harle, Leeds. 

Lioyd, Chas, Rainhill, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet June 3. Lpool, June 19 
at 12. Evans & Co, Lpool, and Banner, St Helens. 

Mason, Geo, North Somercotes, Lincoln, Farm Bailiff. Pet June 3, Louth, 
June 17 at 10. Brown & Son. Linculn. 

Morris, Robt Smith, Stoke St Gregory, Somerset, Farmer. Pet Juno}, 


Langport, June 16 at 2. 
Nelson, Wm, New York, Provision Dealer. Pet May 27. Lpool, June 22 


at ll. Bay Lpool. 

Newton, Jas Baines, Blackburn, Fellmonger. Pet June 6. Manch, Jane 
24at 12. Boote, Manch, 

Onions, Wm Hy, armen oe Bookseller. Pet June 5. Birm, June 22 at 
12. Davies, Shrewsbury, and Barlow & Smith, Birm. 

Park, Matthew, & Thos Francis, Bradford. Tailors, Pet June 5. Leeds, 
June 25 at ie Cater, Bradford, and Cariss & Tem 

a 


pest, 

y, Kent, Lab . Pet June 5, T 
“flalse 4 Trustram, Cheapside, and Tonbridge 

Poyner, Wm, Shiffnal, Salop, Butcher. Pet June6. Madeley, July 11 at 

12, Watkin, Wellington. 








Robson, Richd Storer, South Shields, Draper. Pet June 2. Neweastle- 
upon- ee etald, Sliver Story, Newcastle-on- Tyne. 
mee. Fi ty Silversmith. Pet June 8. Sheffield, June 24 at 2. 
inney, A 

, Thos Wm, Norwich, Blacksmith. Pet June 6. Norwich, Jane 
QWatti. Tillett, Norwich. 
Sluman, Geo, A) eter. Deven, ont, of Ketan, Pet June 3. Bideford, 
June 22 at 3. — 


. Adj May 13. Bristol, June 26 at 12. 


r, Joseph, Scawby, Lincoln, p Wheereht. Pet June 3, Kingston- 
upon-Hul, June 24 at tz. Owston, G 
Taylor, Edward, Birm, out of business. Met oe 8 Birm, July 6 at 10. 
thall & Nelson, Birm. 


field, June 30 at Li. 


Ww John Rowland, . Painter. Pet 4. Leeds, Jane 22 
ight: Hamer, Barley, and bond yrs ames ae 


rewsbary, Butcher. 
of business. Pet Jane 6. mem teen 


wing at aa att, oar Sry 


at 12, worthigta, Sumi 


— Enoch, Bristol, Baker. 
rittan, 
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BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Farpar, June 5. 
Garrett, Lewis, Peter’s-st, Wharf-rd, Islington Publican. 
Torspay, June 9. 
Holmes, Jas Hatham, Norfolk-st, Strand, Coen oA 


BANKRUPTCIES I IN IRELAND. 
Hogan, James, Passage East, Waterford, Hotel Keeper. To surr June 16 


June 5. 


June 4 





nd 30. 
Kenagh, Thomas Webb, Medical Hall, Youghall, Apothecary. To surr 
June 16 and 30. 
Middleton, Thomas, ke sms Sligo, Grocer and Ironmonger. 
June 19 and July 3 
8u livan, John, Ballyallen, Drogheda, Cattle Dealer. To surr June 19 and 


July 3. 


To surr 








FREEHOLD MANOR IN ESSEX. 
A ESSRS. DEBENHAM & TEWSON are instructed 
to NEGOTIATE by PRIVATE CONTRACT the sale of a choice 
little MANOR in the above county, the fines of which are all arbitrary. 
The tenants are in many cases a:lvanced in years, and the lord has made 
no enfranchisements. Thus a good opportunity is presented to barristers 
or solicitors to make a profitable investment. 
Full particulars at the Estate Offices, 83, Cheapside. 


SOMERSETSHIRE.—The Rectorial Tithe Rent Charge of £200 per an- 
num on the Parish of Wembdon, offering an investment of the first 


lass. 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM and TEWSON will SELL 
by AUCTION, at the MART, in the city of London, on TUESDAY, 
JUNE 23 at TWELVE for ONE o'clock, in one lot, the valuable IMPROPRI- 
ATE TITHE RENT CHARGE of £200 per annum, awarded to the impropri- 
ator in lieu of the great tithes arising from all the lands in the parish of 
Wembdon, within a mile of the important seaport town of Bridgewater, 
inthe county of Somerset. The net average income of the rent charge 
et the last fourteen years has been £187 18s, 9d. per annum, or there- 
abouts. 
Particulars may be obtained of W. J. HILL, Esq., Solicitor, Langport, 
Somerset; at the Mart, and of Messrs, DEBENHAM & TEWSON, Land 
Agents and Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside, E.C. 


ESSRS. E. & H. LUMLEY, AUCTIONEERS 

and ESTATE AGENTS, No. 67, Chancery-lane, London, beg to 

call the attention of all interested in the Buying, Selling, Renting, or Pur- 
chasing of Land and Houses, to their “ FREE PROPERTY REGISTER,” 
published on the first day of every month, and containing the particulars 
of many hundred Landed Estates—Farms, Town and Country Residences, 
Freehold and Leasehold Investments, and Properties generally for Dis- 








posal. 

OWNERS WISHING to SELL or LET will, in most instances, find an 
immediate customer by forwarding the particulars to Messrs. Lumuey, 
No charge is incurred unless a tenant or purchaser is introduced, and 
then but a very moderate commission. 

PERSONS WISHING to RENT or PURCHASE should consult the 
“ REGISTER,” which at all times offers an immense selection of proper- 
ties, and may be obtained, gratis, at the principal Railway Book Stal!s, 
and at the 

Avcrion and Estate Orrices, 67, Chancery- lane, London. 

LACK’ S ‘FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality.— 
Iron Fenders, 3s. 6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s. 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with hand] es to take off, 18s. set of six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s, 6d. Tea-trays, 
fis. 6d. set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s, the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s. 6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years. 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., 16s.,and 18s. per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and 7 hat 8s. 9d.and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s, 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement wil] not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. May be had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which tueir establishment k been 
. — for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carr: ze free 
per rail. 

RICHARD AND JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


LBION SNELL, WATCHMAKER, JEWEL- 
LER, &c., 114, High Holborn, W.C. (seven doors east of King-st.) 
London, Every ‘watch skilfully examined, timed, and its performance 
guaranteed. 
Gold Watches, from . ° ; ; ° ° . . sg to 3gs. 
Silver ditto, 28. », 30s. 
Any article exchanged if not approved, ‘and a written Senne given 
when desired. 
A choice assortment of French Clocks always on hand. 
Established in 1848. 
Checks crossed Union Bank. 
Post Office Orders payable at the Office, High Holborn. 


LAW PRINTING. 
BILLS, ANSWERS, AND APPEALS 
b eA ALEXAN DER (Printers of the “ Soli- 
ci rnal” “ Week! $ peseeering 
efficient editions tet of a8 thoroughly accustomed to al kinds of LAW Pla T: 
Lerrodby at Gonsebih'tn the prio 


of th 
aan a of ills, Answers, Claims, be 
OFFICES on, HC HORSES! OE COURT, 32a, LUDGATE HILB. 


All war- 














ELICAN LIFE INSURANCE OFFICE, 
ESTABLISHED IN 1797. 
No. 70, Lombard-street, E.C., and 57, Charing-cross, 8.W. 


ae 

Henry Lancelot Holland, Esq. 
William James Lancaster, Esq. 
John Lubbock, Esq., F-R.S, 
Benjamin Shaw, Esq. 


Octavius E. Coope, Esq. 

William Cotton, Keg, D.C.L., F.R.S, 

John Davis, Esq. 

Jas, A, Gordon, Esq., M.D., F.R S. 

Edward Hawkins, jun., Esq. Matthew Whiting, 

Kirkman D. Hodgson, Esq., M.P. M. Wyvill, jun., Esq., M.P. 
ROBERT TUCKER, Secretary and Actuary. 


Examples of the amount of Bonns awarded at the recent division of 
profits to Policies of £1,000 each, effected for the whole term of life at 
the undermentioned ages: _ 

Age Duration 
when 





Policy. 





7 years 


Assured. 
14 years 
21 years 


20 { 
7 years 


40 14 years 
21 years 

7 years 
60 14 years 
21 years 








ocaanmeacce 
ere 
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For prospectuses, forms of proposal, &c., apply at the offices as above, or 
to any of the Company’s agents. 


be a ZEALAND TRUST AND LOAN COM- 


PANY, LIMITED. 
Robert Brooks, Esq., M.P. | 


TRUSTEES 
a Grenfell Glyn, Esq., M.P. 
J. J. Cummins, Esq. 
Digectors, 
F. G. Dalgety, Esq. 
H, Selfe Selfe, Esq. 
R. A. Brooks, Esq. 


Sir Charles Clifford. 
Sir J. Henry Pelly, Bart. 
Capt. H. Carr Glyn, R.N. 
BANKERS. 


Messrs. Glyn, Mills, & Co. 
Brokers. 
Messrs. Mullens, Marshall, & Co, 
Messrs. Brunton & Son, 

The Directors are prepared to issue Debentures of £100 and upwards, 
for periods of three to seven years, bearing interest at 5 per cent. per 
annum, payable half yearly, at their Bankers, on Ist January and Ist 
July, or Ist April and Ist October, by Coupon. These Debentures are 
secured by the uncal'ed balance of the subscribed Capital of the Company, 
of equivalent or greater amount. They will also form a first charge upon 
real and other property in New Zealand, on which it is the business of the 
Company to grant Loans by way of Mortgage, 

Application may be made at the Offices of ~- Company, or of the 
Brokers, as above. By Order of the Boa 

THOS, D. SAUNDERS, Secretary. 

31, New Broad-street, London, E.C. 


We lecgiartncied COMPANY (LIMITED). 
meee gay 000. 





Lawford Acland, Esq., Chairman. 


Duncan James Kay, Esq. 
~ James D. H. Elphinstone, Bart., 


Stephen P. Kennard, Esq. 
Patrick F, Robertson, Esq. 
doe “George Gordon, Esq. Robert Smith, Esq. 

George Ireland, Esq. Sir 8. Villiers Surtees, K.B. 


Debentures at 5, 5, and 6 per Cent. 


The Directors of the CEYLON COMPANY LIMITED, being authorised 
by a resolution of the shareholders, at the General Meeting of the com- 
pany, held in London on the 4th day of April, 1863, to borrow a sum of 
money not exceeding the unpaid portion of their Subscribed Capital, are 

prepared to issue debentures for one, three, and five years, at 5, 54, and 6 
per Cent. respectively, and for longer periods, as may be specially 
arranged, 

The directors are also prepared to invest for constituents, at Colonial 
rates, Money on Mortgage in se ed -_ Mauritius, either with or with- 
out their guarantee, as may be arran 

Applications for particulars to be aa at the office of the company, 
No. 12, Old Broad-street, By order, 

JOHN ANDERSON, Secretary. 


A he SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 
RICHARD and JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House 
Established nearly 50 years, Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 


JLACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat-. 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equa. 
to Sterling Silver. 
Fiddle Pattern. 
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Table 2 yep aaaidiaa 


Table Spoons 0001012... 
Dessert ditto ..e+-sevesee 


mao Oh, 
wowoFr 
ecoco 


1 
1 
1 
1 
sonecscccerese O 
le 


Tea Spoons 
Every Article for the Tab 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps, 


ver.~A Sample Tea Spoon for 





+ 





